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The lesson of Grunwick 


Grush th 


® 


IS mon 


rule by 


Reds! 


In the cause of revolution 


The rejection both by the red- 
dominated Union of Mineworkers and the 
powerful T.G.W.U. of any further partici- 
pation in the Government’s pay policy 
brings Britain that much nearer to a renewal 
of industrial strife. We say that, not because 
we support the Government policy of wage 
restraint — we don’t. We don’t for the very 
good reason that, as an “anti-inflation 
policy”, it is in fact nothing of the kind. 
Policies of restraining wages to beat inflation 
will never work because inflation is not 
caused by increased wage demands. It is 
caused by an excessive flow of credit into 
the economy ahead of any increase of real 
wealth in terms of production. Until that is 
realised there will never be a successful 
“anti-inflation” policy. 

What is significant in the rejection by 
these major trade unions of further partici- 
pation in wage restraint is that the impetus 
in both unions came from the militant com- 
munist element, in defiance of the Union 


leadership. Are we to assume, therefore, that 
these militant Reds are rejecting the Govern- 
ment’s pay policy because they realise it has 
nothing to do with the real means of beating 
inflation? Of course not. They are rejecting 
it solely in order to pave the way for astro- 
nomical wage demands that will be rejected 
and will consequently inaugurate a new wave 
of industrial anarchy which they can exploit. 

The possible collapse of the Labour 
government as a result would mean, of 
course, a Tory one, whose reactionary 
attitudes and equally irrelevant policies of 
wage restraint would provide an even 
worthier cause for revolutionary exploit- 
ation. And so the endless cycle continues. 

The answer is two-fold. Firstly, a 
national plan of economic recovery founded 
upon an understanding of the real cause of 
inflation; and secondly, the elimination from 
our politics and from our industrial affairs of 
sectional, class interests and class-based 
policies, be they those of parties or trade 
unions. That achievement, and the unifying 
of all elements within the nation behind a 
programme of economic recovery, will 
make the isolation and removal of communist 
influence all the more simple, swift and 
silent. 


Fighting for what? 


The Rhodesian Foreign Minister, Mr. 
Pieter van der Byl, last month announced 
the intention of White Rhodesians to fight 
for every inch of their country in the face of 
the guerilla attacks from beyond her 
borders. She would never surrender, said 
Mr. Byl; every village, every hill and every 
bridge would be fought for, and he even 
hinted at the possibility of a ‘scorched earth’ 
policy rather than a capitulation to what he 
described as a “loathsome and _ savage”’ 
enemy. 
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These are fine sentiments indeed, and 
patriotic Britons would endorse every word 
of them. The irony, however, lies in the fact 
that Mr. Byl is the Foreign Minister of Mr. 
Smith, who has already pledged himself to a 
“transition to majority rule” in Rhodesia. 

So what is it that Mr. Smith, Mr. Byl 
and the other leaders of the Rhodesian 
Front are urging their countrymen to fight 
for? What point is there for White Rhodesians 
to defend every inch of their country from 
invasion by the Black terrorists if, after the 
battle, that country is to be surrendered to 
Black rule anyway? Mr. Smith may cherish 
the hope that this “transition”? will be a long 
way off; he may even hope, foolishly, that 
the surrender will be to ‘moderates’ and not 
to Marxist guerilla bandits. But surrender to 
Black majority rule it will be, so what would 
young Rhodesians be dying for? A mere 
period of grace? 

If the White Rhodesian is to fight for 
his country, it must be for the preservation 
of White rule for all time, and under leaders 
who are pledged to nothing less than that. 
The recent resignation of Mr. Desmond 
Frost, Chairman of the Rhodesian Front, 
is yet one more sign of the bitter disillusion- 
ment felt by patriotic Rhodesians with the 
weak and compromising leadership of Smith. 
Let us hope that such men of stronger 
resolution can come together to provide new 
leadership, with the will to lead their fellow 
Rhodesians in a battle that is worth fighting. 


Blacking Grunwicks 


Comment is made elsewhere in this 
issue on the violence at Grunwicks factory 
during recent weeks. One gang of Asian 
Trotskyites trying to force another lot of 
Asian Immigrants to stop working or join a 
trade union is not, we feel, the central issue 
of concern. The basic issue is one of public 
order; that is, the abysmal failure of the 
authorities to deal swiftly and ruthlessly 
with the kind of communist mob violence 
depicted on the front cover of this 
Spearhead issue. 

One incident arising out of this 
violence, however, was significant from the 
racial point of view. Only the Daily Tele- 
graph bothered to report the fact that the 
policeman badly injured by a bottle broken 
in his face was the victim of ‘“‘a coloured 
man” with “‘an Afro hair style’. 

It is all but certain that this creature 
had nothing to do with Grunwick, APEX 
or anything else. He was doubtless one of 
the growing army of idle, discontented 
and violent young Blacks now being 
recruited as the revolutionary storm troops 
of the extreme Left. He is certainly the type 
of creature who will be disturbing the peace 
of a great deal more than Grunwicks in the 
very near future. And he is undoubtedly the 
type of creature who, upon the assumption 
of a National Front government, will find 
himself out of this country so fast he won’t 
know what hit him. 


Trotskyite rabble outside Grunwicks 


Reds rule the waves 


The Silver Jubilee Review of the Fleet 
at Spithead was a pitifully pale reflection of 
what was once the greatest Navy in the 
world. A mere 97 British warships were 
assembled, an array which had to be 
augmented by all manner of auxiliary vessels 
including merchant ships and fishing craft, 
as well as ships from America, NATO 
countries and even the Black Common- 
wealth. The largest British warship was 
dwarfed by a BP oil tanker. 

. Gone, of course, were the huge 
squadrons of ships sailing in formation as 
far as the eye could see; the great fleets, each 
one dominating every major sea area of the 
world, the Atlantic, the Mediterranean, the 
Caribbean, the Far East, and the Indian 
Ocean. 

Was it a coincidence that one national 
newspaper, next to its acccunt of the Spit- 
head review, carried a report of the massive 
growth of Soviet naval power under the 


Spithead — pale shadow of former strength 


heading “Russia Bids to Dominate Sea 
Routes’? That report was based on a recent 
study by the Institute for the Study of Con- 
flict, which stated that Russia intends to 
challenge Western command of the seas, if 
necessary by threats of war, and to totally 
dominate all vital sea routes. 

It did not, of course, require the 
Institute for the Study of Conflict to tell us 
that. British defence chiefs have been well 
aware of it for a good many years. What, 
then, are we to make of successive Conser- 
vative and Labour governments who have 
reduced our once great sea forces to a 
dangerous level of weakness far below that 
of nations of lesser stature? Britain is still a 
world power in that she has vital interests to 
defend around the world; her own home 
defence, moreover, is dangerously imperiled; 
and no one could dispute that Soviet Com- 
munism poses the greatest military threat 
throughout the world. Could it be that 
British governments are as determined to 
wreck British power and abet the expansion 


of Communism in this sphere as methodically 
and deliberately as they have done in Africa? 


Thatcher's world view 


If there are any members of the 
Conservative party who still believe that Mrs. 
Margaret Thatcher is the champion of the 
anti-Communist. cause, as she gave the 
appearance of being in a widely reported 
speech last year, then we trust that ‘her 
recent hush-hush talks with Rumanian 
Communist party leaders in London will 
dispel that illusion. It should be emphasised 
that these were secret, not official talks, 
and that they took place at the invitation of 
Conservative leaders — not the Communists. 

Conservatives are “anti-Communist” in 
the sense that they are the party of 
monopoly capitalism, though they have no 
appreciation of the degree to which the 
latter has fostered the former. But aside 
from a devotion to capitalism, modern 
Conservatives differ not at all from Socialists 
in their basic view of the world. This is a 
world in which there is a growing monopoly 
of political and economic power, of the 
merging of national sovereignty, of inter- 
nationalism. It is a world in which the Com- 
munist Empire is to be fully integrated. 


The liberal sickness 


One of the most unhealthy spectacles 
we have witnessed recently was the perfor- 
mance of dripping wet Lord Longford in 
a BBC 2 discussion programme on Moors 
murderess Myra Hindley and the question of 
her release from prison. Hindley, it will be 
remembered, together with her accomplice 
Brady, took a special pleasure in tape- 
recording the pathetic pleadings and screams 
of their victims as they tortured and 
murdered them. 

Longford, who looks and sounds like a 
cretinous Archbishop, is the classic exemplar 
of contemporary liberalism. He has taken up 
the cause of the degenerate Hindley, who 
evidently exerts a personal fascination over 
him, and announces that Hindley is a 
“reformed character,’ an “angel’’ in fact. 
The sight of Longford oozing this tripe in 
front of the parents of Hindley’s victims and 
other irate local people (he arrogantly 
described the majority view that she should 
remain in prison as “mob rule’’) was truly 
nauseating. 

People like Hindley, of course, should 
be executed. They are criminal degenerates 
as a result of their genetic inheritance. But 
as Prof. Oliver has argued in a recent article 
in this journal, the interesting question is 
whether thoroughly warped liberals like 
Lord Longford are also the product of their 
genes. Is there a liberal chromosome, just as 
we have identified warped chromosomes 
among criminals? If so, the question is not 
so much what to do with the Myra Hindleys 
of this world — but what we are to do with 
the Lord Longfords. 
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KENNETH FODERINGHAM 


ONLY THE BLACKS 
WERE SLAVES? 


IT IS often said that our white ancestors 
exploited the populations of Africa and Asia 
—and that we owe their descendants a living. 
But 90% of our white ancestors were victims 
of desperate poverty, and quite incapable of 
exploiting a race of people living thousands 
of miles away. 

“The starving agricultural labourers of 
southern England are worse off than the 
American negroes.’”’ William Cobbett. 1836. 

Countless thousands of them were 
tricked and robbed of their agricultural 
holdings by the 19th Century Land 
Enclosures. They became landless labourers, 
working for wealthy landowners from sun- 
rise to sunset at starvation wages. 

In 1834, six Dorset farm labourers 
formed a trade union of agricultural workers. 
They were arrested and put on trial. Leader 
George Loveless stated in their defence: 
“My Lord . . . we were uniting together to 
preserve ourselves, our wives and our 
children from starvation . ..” 

The six men were sentenced to seven 
years transportation to the penal colonies 
in New South Wales. In those days the 
passage endured by white convicts en route 
from England to Australia, was no better 
than that suffered by negro slaves en route 
from Africa to America. 

The Industrial Revolution concentrated 
millions of workers in the new factory towns. 
In the North, the Midlands and in South 
Wales there sprang up landscapes of roaring 
furnaces, smouldering slag heaps, vast 
miasmic dock-basins and a huge and growing 
slum population. Wealthy manufacturers and 
industrialists demanded and _ obtained 
government non-interference in the running 
of factories, mills and coal mines. It resulted 
in a ghastly exploitation of the working 
classes. 

Frequent explosions in coal mines led 
to an appalling loss of life. Boys and girls 
crawled on all fours pushing tubs of coal. 
Women carried coal up to the surface by 
means of ladders fixed to the sides of the 
mine shafts; they carried up to two tons a 
day, for less than a shilling per day. 


INFERNOS OF FILTH 


In the Lancashire textile mills, six year 
old children lived on the premises, entirely 
under the control of the owners. In these 
infernos of filth and fluff a child’s working 
day was from five a.m. to nine p.m. Meals of 
bread-and-scrape were eaten in the dust- 
laden atmosphere of the workroom. 
Epidemics resulted in many deaths; un- 
guarded machinery removed fingers and 
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hands. 

On day and night shifts beds were 
never empty — one batch of children coming 
off work taking the place of another going 
to work — with the green slime of neglect 
running into their mouths. 

Child chimney sweeps suffered with 


respiratory diseases and cancer of the groin. 


These scrambling urchins slept on soot sacks 
in damp cellars. 

Starving fourteen year old boys were 
hanged for stealing sheep. Ten year old 
children were committed to prison on the 
charge of having caused a public nuisance 
by spinning a top. 

Serious hunger riots occurred through- 
out the Victorian era, especially after 1845 
when the Irish potato harvest failed. A great 
famine occurred which resulted in a huge 
flight of refugees escaping to England from 
a nightmare homeland, where disease took a 
frightful toll. In Liverpool the nearest point 
of entry, they perished by the hundred 
thousand. 

“The working classes of Great Britain 
are in a worse condition than any slaves in 
any country, in any period of the world’s 
history.’’ Robert Owen. 1840. 


DESIGNED TO INSPIRE FEAR 


The 1834 Poor Law Amendment Act 
cast a black shadow over countless lives. It 
was a harsh measure designed to inspire fear, 
and was carried out with savage brutality. 
Parishes were grouped into Unions and were 
required to provide workhouses for the sick, 
the elderly and the destitute. 

By 1840, 6/7 of our white ancestors 
in England and Wales lived in areas where 
the Poor Law was in force. It was a stark, 
terrible fact that the majority of them were 
at all times under the menace of total 
destitution. Yet there was a suicidal horror 
of the dreaded workhouse; people endured 
desperate cold and hunger before applying 
for entry. 

In the workhouse strict discipline was 
enforced. Husbands and wives were separated 
from each other and from their children. 
Meals of bread and gruel were eaten in 
silence in the freezing wards. At a workhouse 
in Stockport, a man of seventy-two refused 
to break stones. He was made to work the 
treadmill for fourteen days. In Deptford a 
child of four was locked three nights in the 
workhouse mortuary, sleeping on coffin lids. 
A workhouse in Tooting housed fourteen 
hundred children, between the ages of two 
and fifteen. Thrashings and disease reigned 
in this frightful place. 


There were more slums at the end of 
the 19th century than at the beginning. 
Many were owned by disreputable Jews. The 
City of Bath concealed behind its graceful 
terraces some of the most revolting slums in 
Europe. Southampton contained a hideous 
rat-infested slum known as “The Ditches”. 
Glasgow’s were the worst in the whole of 
Europe. 

The great slum complex of St. Giles, 
London, was a twelve acre rookery of 
squalid courts, passageways and hovels, 
filled with white humanity in their 
thousands. So poor that often the rotting, 
uncoffined bodies of the dead remained 
where they died, day after day among the 
close packed living. Men, women and 
children squatted and slept on mounds of 
verminous rags. 


CHOLERA EPIDEMICS 


Toilet facilities consisted of ditches 
of putrifying filth. The skimped foun- 
dations and rotting floors of the dwellings, 
rested on soil that had absorbed every sort 
of soluble filth, until it had become a putrid 
sponge. Refuse collection was unheard of; 
water supplies were impure and inadequate, 
recurrent cholera epidemics ensured a high 
mortality rate especially among children. 

The cutting of the great road junction 
at London’s Aldgate East uprooted hundreds 
of families. They crammed themselves into 
the disease ridden lairs and warrens of the 
surrounding slums east of Petticoat Lane, 
where they were quickly reinforced by 
famine-driven Irish refugees. In the Mile End 
Road there were cellar homes damp with 
sewage, where women kept watch for rats 
that gnawed their babies’ fingers. 

Bethnal Green families, women and 
withered brats of five and six, carried out 
miserable domestic crafts such as flypaper 
and matchbox making. They worked 
seventeen hours a day for eightpence per 
day. They stitched gunny sacks day and 
night, bloody-fingered children stitching too. 

But these white ancestors of ours were 
never tamed. Helpless and exploited as they 
were, they never gave in, possessing the 
British white people’s vitality to endure and 
survive. They learned from birth that the 
race went to the toughest. 

The fly barrow-boy with his short 
weights made a living; child beggars in 
groups on Whitechapel pavements, scavenged, 
pilfered and survived. When labour was 
taken on from the thousands at the dock 
gate, children saw fathers desperate and 
aggressive, fight for work, as they did for 
every other advantage. 

No race of people, no nation was ever 
exploited as were our white ancestors. The 
suffering they endured entitles us to a 
decent standard of living, here in Britain 
amongst our own white kith and kin. We 
owe NOTHING to the coloured immigrants 
in our midst. 


ROY BURTON 


ULSTER — 
BRITAIN’S 
SHAME 


THE NEW security measures announced 
recently by the Secretary for Northern 
Ireland, Roy Mason, might at first sight lead 
the uninitiated to think that at last some- 
thing is being done to relieve Ulster’s agonies. 

It is only when one probes a bit deeper 
and reads the small print does it become 
apparent that this new ‘move’ is no different 
from any of the other ragbag measures 
offered up in the past, and that once again 
nothing really concrete is being proposed. 

A few. weeks ago the United Unionist 
Action Council, led by the Rev. Ian Paisley 
and Mr. Ernest Baird, called on the Loyalist 
workers to down tools and strike in an effort 
to stir the Whitehall warriors from their 
permanent state of mental paralysis. The call 
to strike was a cry of anguish from suffering 
people, imploring Westminster to destroy, 
once and for all, the murdering IRA. 

The reaction of the media was pre- 
dictable. The press and television seized 
upon this Heaven sent opportunity to 
slander Dr. Paisley as a “roaring and incom- 
petent firebrand preacher”, and accusing the 
Protestant pickets of being “‘bully boys and 
thugs”’. 

It is interesting at this point to com- 
pare the Labour party’s stance on the 
Loyalist pickets, and the violent left wing 
mobs who are, at the time of writing, daily 
causing havoc outside a North London 
factory. 

But the Protestants are not violent left 
wing thugs, and for this unforgiveable crime 
they felt the wrath of James Callaghan and 
his cronies, and the hate of the British press. 
Regardless of the sustained campaign of 
black propaganda against the Action 
Council, the strike was successful in that it 
served to focus the eyes of the entire world 
on the desperate plight of the people of 
Northern Ireland. 

The introduction of the new security 
measures by Roy Mason was another out- 
come of the strike, although this was flatly 
denied by the Ulster Secretary. Mason’s 
proposals are, to any critical mind, highly 
questionable and leave much to be desired. 

Speaking at a press conference in 
Belfast, held to announce the new moves, 
Mason told reporters: “I am determined to 
do everything in my power to bring peace 
back to this land.” It would be laughable if 
it were not so tragic when he talks of 
“Draconian law backed up by the heavy 
hand of. armed force.” For when asked by 
the press when these fierce ‘Draconian’ laws 


would be implemented Mason could only 
look worried and say: “I don’t know. I hope 
it will be early 1978.” 

While the politicians posture and preen 
themselves the killings continue, and it is fair 
to ask our political leaders — how many 
more people have to die or be hideously 
maimed before this government is stirred 
into real action? 

But the new _ so-called security 
measures are seen by many MPs to be merely 
party political window dressing presented in 
a blaze of publicity in order to cover up the 
lack of any real initiative. If this is so then 
the Labour party has sunk lower into the 
gutters of obscenity than ever before. It is 
totally and morally wrong that people’s lives 
have to be put at risk and the agonies of 
Northern Ireland prolonged merely to 
provide a crutch for this ageing, decaying 
and unwanted political party. 


CATALOGUE OF BLUNDERS 


Westminster’s handling of the security 
situation in Ulster has been one long cata- 
logue of tragic blunders. The disarming of 
the RUC and the disbandment of the ‘B’ 
Specials by the Wilson government in 1970 
are classic examples of this stupidity. It left 
the province in a weak and vulnerable state, 
and the introduction of the Army to cope 
with the increased IRA activity proved to be 
a blessing in disguise for Catholic trouble- 
makers. 

But why is it that men who have spent 
many years in the political arena seem so 
frozen with terror and unable to arrive at a 
firm decision, when faced with the question 
of Ulster? What is the uniqueness of the 
situation that robs men of the ability to 
act wisely and with courage? 

It is this lack of spirit shown by the 
politicians that has led to the general air of 
despair throughout the province, and the 
loss of confidence in Westminster. And it is 
this mood of despair that has spawned yet 
another organisation — the Women’s Peace 
Movement. 

The media has given this movement 
a massive amount of coverage, and we, as 
Nationalists, are cynical enough to believe 
that if a newspaper reports an organisation 
or individual fairly, then there has to be a 
doubtful motive. 

The Peace Movement has attracted a 
great deal of support from people from all 
sides of the religious spectrum, people who 
are genuinely sickened by the daily violence 
in Ulster, and who have completely lost faith 
in the politicians. While on the surface the 
Peace Movement seems a healthy, and 
indeed desirable manifestation of the 
people’s will, like so many organisations, all 
is not as it should be. 

At a rally in Ballymena, Antrim, in 
1976, the organisers of the Peace Movement 
refused to read out a resolution in support 
of the Security Forces. Indeed, the Move- 
ment had stated some time before that if 


such a confrontation arises they will ‘blow 
whistles’ against the IRA and the Army, 
indicating that they are opposed to all 
violence including, as they term it, authorised 
violence. 

One of the leaders of the Peace Move- 
ment, Cairan McKeown, has made it known 
that although he is opposed to the violence 
of the Republican paramilitaries, he does not 
oppose their political views, and Mrs. 
Margaret Doherty, a leading Peace member 
in Londonderry, was one of five women who 
met William Whitelaw in 1972 with a view to 
obtaining an amnesty for all IRA men. It 
will be seen then, that any solution sought 
and achieved by the Peace Movement must 
necessarily be to the advantage of the 
Republicans and their Catholic followers. 

The Loyal Protestants of Ulster have, 
over the years, been systematically robbed, 
betrayed and abandoned by the Whitehall 
politicians. 

So what does the future hold? Although 
we often contend that the affairs of 
Southern Ireland have nothing to do with 
Ulster, it must be noted with some disquiet 
the victory of Mr. Lynch’s Fianna Fail party 
in the recent Irish general election. 


IRRESPONSIBLE CLAPTRAP 


Mr. Lynch is dedicated to Irish unity 
and has in the past made it perfectly clear 
that he favours the dismantling of the border 
and the integration of Ulster with Eire. 

This is nothing more than dangerous, 
irresponsible claptrap, for such a move 
would mean the submergence of hundreds of 
thousands of Loyalists in a foreign country 
whose political constitution is based on the 
Roman Catholic religion, a religion totally 
alien and unacceptable to the Protestants. It 
can be seen then that Mr. Lynch’s proposal 
would be a sure recipe for disaster. 

The answer lies in the hands of our 
political leaders, for they must realise that 
Northern Ireland is an integral part of the 
United Kingdom, and must be fiercely 
defended as such against any foreign power 
who lays claim to it. 

For a military solution we must allow 
the Army to discard the low profile defensive 
role they have so far played. They must be 
instructed to seek out and ruthlessly destroy 
the Republican fanatics who hold life so 
cheaply and who seek to dominate British 
soil. Once this is done and the vermin 
removed, power must be handed back to the 
Ulstermen, so that they may govern their 
own internal affairs as they did before 
Edward Heath robbed them of that right in 
1972: 

On this vital issue British government 
must for once act firmly, and if they cannot, 
then they must step down to make way for 
men of real courage and determination. 

One more good reason why we should 
all work with increased effort for the return 
of a National Front government. 
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REVILO P. OLIVER 


HISTORY AND 


BIOLOGY .... 


FOR a neat antithesis to Dr. Pendell’s book 
and, at the same time, a very significant 
application of genetics, I suggest Roderick 
Seidenberg’s Anatomy of the Future. Mr. 
Seidenberg told us what our future was 
going to be in an earlier book, Posthistoric 
Man which, according to the “Liberal” 
reviewers, made him a gigantic “philosopher 
of history.’ In the present volume, however, 
he has condescended to tell us again and in 
fewer pages — which may make this one the 
better bargain. 

Mr. Seidenberg, according to Mr. 
Seidenberg, has surveyed with his eagle eye 
the whole course of human history and, 
what is more, the whole course of biological 
evolution since life first appeared on this 
planet. That is how he knows about the 
“ineluctable determinism” that is going to 
put us in our places. 

The Prophet takes his departure from 
the now familiar phenomenon called the 
“population explosion”. He says that an 
increase in the number of human beings 
automatically increases the “complexity” of 
society. 

Of course, we have been hearing about 
this “complexity” for years. I am sure that 
you, poor harried reader, every time that 
you pick up the telephone to call your aunt, 
remark with many a bitter oath how much 
less complex everything would be, if all that 
you had to do was find and hire a reliable 
messenger who would ride express to her 
house and deliver your hand-written note in 
a month or so — if he was not waylaid on 
the road, and if his horse did not break a leg 
or cast a shoe, and if he did not decide to 
pause at some bowsingken en route for an 
invigorating touch of delirium tremens. 
Sure, life’s gettin’ awfully complicated these 
days; ain’t it a fact? 

Well, as we all know, life’s getting 
complexer every minute ’cause there are 
more Chinese and Congolese and Sudanese 
than there were a minute ago; and that 
means, according to Mr. Seidenberg, that we 
have just got to become more and more 
organized by the minute. And the proof of 
this is that, if you want to resist the ever 
increasing organization and socialization of 
society, you have to join some organization. 
The need to join organizations to resist the 
organization of society proves the point, 
for, as is obvious, if you in 1776 had wished 
to resist the rule of George III, you would 
not have needed to join the patriots of your 
colony. And if, in 490 B.C., you had wished 
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to resist the Persian invasion of Europe, you 
would have had no need to join, or co- 
operate with, your fellow Athenians who 
marched to Marathon. In those days of 
greater individualism, you, as an individual, 
could have stood up alone on your hind legs 
and stuck out your tongue — and that, 
presumably, would have scared Darius and 
his armies right into the middle of the 
Hellespont. But alas, no more! So, you see, 
History proves that the day of the individual 
has passed forever, and the day of Organiz- 
ation has come. 

You must not smile, for Mr. Seidenberg 
is in earnest, and even if he is a bit weak in 
knowledge of past and present, his projection 
of the future has seemed cogent not merely 
to “Liberals” but even to thoughtful readers. 

Mr. Seidenberg bases his argument on 
inferences that he draws with apparent logic 
from three indisputably correct statements 
about the contemporary world and from a 
widely accepted biological theory. 

(1) We have all observed that we are 
being more and more subjected to a Welfare 
State, which, with Fabian patience, takes 
away each year some part of our power to 
make decisions for ourselves regarding our 
own lives. It is perfectly obvious that if this 
process continues for a few more decades 
(as our master’s power to take our money to 
bribe and bamboozle the masses may make 
inevitable), we shall have lost the right to 
decide anything at all, and shall have become 
mere human livestock managed by a ruthless 
and inhuman bureaucracy at the orders of an 
even more inhuman master. 

(2) Our Big Brains agree with Mr. 
Seidenberg in believing, or pretending to 
believe, that “the kernel of Marxism . . . con- 
sists in elaborating . . . the social message of 
Christ.’’ They assure us, therefore, that it is 
simply unthinkable that Americans could 
ever be so wicked as to fight to survive. Thus 
we have got to be scared or beaten into One 
World of universal socialism in which not 
only our nation but our race must be 
liquidated and dissolved in a vast and 
mongrel mass of pullulating bipeds. 

(3) The number of human beings — 
anatomically human, at least — is un- 
doubtedly increasing at an appalling rate. 


‘Our increase is nothing compared to the 


terrible multiplication of the populations of 
Asia and Africa, caused, for the most part, 
by our export to those regions of our 
medical knowledge, medicines, food, and 
money. Although we Westerners might stave 


off a crisis for a few decades by working 
harder and ever harder to support our 
betters and to speed up the rate at which 
they are breeding, it is clear that we (unless 
we do something unthinkable) must soon be 
drowned in the flood that we, like the 
Sorcerer’s Apprentice, started but do not 
know how to stop. So, even if we did not 
have Master Jack and his accomplices or 
employers to arrange for our liquidation, the 
sheer multiplication of the human species 
would produce the same result anyway. 

One has but to glance at a graph of the 
world’s population to see that it is rapidly 
approaching the point at which the vast 
human swarm can be kept alive, even on the 
level of barest animal subsistence, only by 
the most expert management of every square 
inch of earth’s arable surface plus expert 
harvest of the very oceans themselves. In 
that monstrous human swarm jammed 
together on our planet, like a swarm of bees 
hanging from alimb, there can be no privacy, 
no individuality, no slightest deviation from 
the routine that must be maintained just to 
keep alive the maximum number that can 
subsist at all. 

Now the theory of biological evolution, 
as usually stated, provides that species must 
adapt themselves to the conditions of 
survival. Men, having bred themselves into a 
maximum swarm, become mere units of the 
species, and will obviously be most efficient 
when they perform every action of the 
routine by an automatic reflex. Obviously, 
the human mind must disappear in order to 
permit billions of human ants to make the 
globe an anti-hill in which they can all live in 
perfect socialism. 

That is what “ineluctable determinism”’ 
makes inelectable, but Mr. Seidenberg, who 
is as adroit in twising words as any editor of 
the New York Times, shows you how nice 
that will be. The Revelations of Freud have 
shown that we are now just bundles of 
instincts. Mankind will necessarily evolve to 
the higher stage of what Mr. Seidenberg calls 
“pure reason.” Ashe explains, “‘pure reason” 
is now found only among the forms of life 
that are biologically superior to us because 
better adapted to environment. The examples 
which he gives are “‘ants, bees, and termites,” 
whose “essentially unchanged survival during 
sixty million years testifies to the perfection 
of their adjustment . . . to the conditions of 
life.”’ We must strive to become like them — 
nay, the “ineluctable determinism” inherent 
in the “‘population explosion” and the need 
for a “more advanced society” will make us, 
willy nilly, just like ants and termites — 
intellectually and spiritually, that is, for Mr. 
Seidenberg does not seem to entertain a 
hope that human being will ever be able to 
crawl about on six legs. 

In this perfected socialist world there 
can be no change and hence no history : That 
is why the perfect man of the near future 
will be, in Seidenbergian terminology, “‘post- 
historic.”” Everybody will be happy, because 
there will be no individuals — only organisms 


that are part of a species and have no separate 
consciousness. To see how attractive the 
inevitable future is, you have only to reflect, 
dear reader, how much happier you would 
be, if you were an ant or a cockroach in 
your basement. You would operate by what 
Mr. Seidenberg calls “pure reason.” You 
could not possibly be affected by religion, 
art, literature, philosophy, science, 
capitalism, racial discrimination, or any of 
the other horrid things that will have to be 
blotted out anyway in the interests of 
Equality and Social Justice. You could never 
have a thought to trouble you. You would 
have no consciousness; hence you would not 
know that you exist, and would have no 
organ that could feel pain when somebody 
steps on you. What more could you want? 


JOY IS NOT AROUND THE CORNER 


Mr. Seidenberg’s ecstatic vision of the 
New Jerusalem has, I am sorry to say, 
imposed on at least :two men of scientific 
eminence who should have known better. 
They permitted themselves to be confused 
by the theory of biological evolution. If man 
evolved, over a period of 500,000 years or 
more, from an ape (Australopithecus) that 
discovered that by picking up and wielding a 
long bone it could increase its efficiency in 
killing other apes, is it not possible that our 
species can go on evolving and become, in 
another 500,000 years or less, the perfectly 
adjusted biped termite that Mr. Seidenberg 
predicts? Heavens to Betsy, I’m not going 
to argue that point. Granted! 

And isn’t the “‘population explosion’’ 
a fact? Sure it is, but don’t overlook one 
detail — the time factor. At the present rate, 
the globe, sometime between 2000 and 2005 
A.D. — that is to say, within thirty years — 
will be infested by 5,000,000,000 anatomi- 
cally human creatures, the maximum 
number for which food can be supplied by 
even the most intensive cultivation. And 
then, to keep the globe inhabitable at that 
bare subsistence level, it will be necessary to 
kill every year more people than now live in 
the whole United States — kill them with 
atomic bombs or clubs, as may be most 
convenient. 

I shall not argue about what human 
beings could or could not become by 
biological evolution in half a million years: 
We all know, at least, that there is going to 
be no biological evolution in fifty years. 
And, if we stop a moment to think about it, 
we also know that the world is not going to 
have a population of five billion. Not ever. 

The population of the world is going 
to be drastically reduced before the year 
2000. 

The reduction could come through 
natural causes. It is always possible — far 
more possible than you imagine, if you have 
not investigated the relevant areas of 
scientific knowledge — that next week or 
next year may bring the onset of a new 
pestilence that will have a proportional 
mortality as great as that of the epidemic in 


the time of the Antonines or the Black 
Plague of the Middle Ages. Alternatively, 
the events described in John Cristopher’s 
brilliant novel, No Blade of Grass, could 
become fact, instead of fiction, at any time. 
And there are at least three other ways, all 
scientifically possible, in which the world 
could be partly depopulated in short order 
by strictly natural forces beyond our control. 

But if Nature does not act, men will. 
When things became a bit crowded jin east 
Asia, for example, the Huns and, at a later 
time, the Mongols swept a wide swath 
through the world as locusts sweep through 
a wheat field. And wherever they felt the 
inspiration they were every bit as efficient as 
any quantity of hydrogen bombs you may 
care to imagine. In the natural course of 
human events, we shall see in the near future 
wars of extermination on a scale and of an 
intensity that your mind will, at present, 
refuse to contemplate. The only question 
will be what peoples will be among the 
exterminated. 

If the minority of the earth’s inhabi- 
tants that is capable of creating and 
continuing (as distinct from aping) a high 
civilization is exterminated (as it now seems 
resolved to be), or if for some reason wars of 
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extermination fail to solve the problem, 
civilization will collapse from sheer lack of 
brains to keep it going, and the consequent 
reversion to global savagery will speedily 
take care of the excess in numbers. In a 
world of savages, not only would the 
intricate and hated technology of our 
civilization be abolished, but even the 
simplest arts. might be forgotten. (Every 
anthropologist knows of tribes in Polynesia 
and Melanesia that forgot how to make 
canoes, although without them it became 
almost impossible to obtain the fish that 
they regard as the most delicious food, or 
how to make bows and arrows, although 
they needed them for more effective hunting 
and fighting). A world of savages in 2100 
probably would not have a population more 
numerous than the world had in 4000 B.C. 

The ordinary course of nature and 
human events (separately or in combination) 
will, in one way or another, take care of the 
much-touted “population explosion,” and 
Mr. Seidenberg knows it. You have only to 
read him carefully to see that all his talk 
about history, biological evolution, and 
“ineluctable determinism’’ is strictly for the 
birds — or, at least bird-brains. 

To be continued. 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


KEEP ROYAL FAMILY OUT OF 
RACE RELATIONS MINEFIELD 


IF ever there was evidence of the panic 
gripping the Establishment over the pro- 
gressive deterioration of race relations in 
Britain it is the way in which the Govern- 
ment, aided and abetted by the mass media, 
has conscripted the Royal Family to act as 
propagandists for multi-racialism. 

The first indication that the Royals 
were to be pressed into service by the Race 
Relations Industry came a year or so ago 
when it was announced that Prince Charles, 
our future King, was to be the star in a TV 
documentary promoting the multi-racial 
concept and aimed especially at young 
viewers. 

Since that announcement I have not 
noticed any further information being given 
about the proposed film. Was it intended for 
TV? Was it intended for showing just in 
schools and youth clubs? Has the project 
been shelved? Why the silence after the first 
blaze of publicity? 

The announcement of Prince Charles’ 
proposed race-mixing documentary was 
followed up by news that Her Majesty The 
Queen had held a special cocktail reception 
for Race Relations Board bullies, Community 
Relations Commission busybodies and local 
Community Relations Council subversives at 
Buckingham Palace. 

It is believed that among the hated and 
despicable gang of race-traitors and alien 
revolutionaries thus Royally entertained 
were the likes of Asquith Gibbes, the West 
Indian boss of the Lewisham Council for 
Community Relations. Gibbes believes: 
“Black people should be shown ‘positive 
discrimination’ in the allocation of Council 
housing,” and since 1970 has been a member 
of the National Executive of the Communist 
Party. 

News of this disgraceful binge for Race 
Industry conspirators was received very 
badly by the British public at large, and it 
has recently been admitted that the 
Buckingham Palace secretariat was shocked 
to receive shoals of letters of complaint from 
ordinary patriotic British people. (It may 
have been this hostile reaction that caused 
the sudden silence over Prince Charles’ 
multi-racialist documentary film). 

The embarrassment over that gaffe 
faded and, by last Christmas, the Govern- 
ment was using “The Queen’s” Christmas 
Day broadcast to promote acceptance of the 
multi-racial society. 

Here I would like to emphasise that 
Her Majesty’s Christmas Day broadcast is 
not scripted by herself or even her own 
private secretaries, but by Government 
Ministers, and the final draft is given to the 
Prime Minister for his approval prior to it 
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being forwarded to Buckingham Palace. The 
Queen merely reads the text from a tele- 
prompter. 

“The Queen’s” comments were 
instantly seized upon by Race Industry pro- 
pagandists. Cynical letters to the press were 
issued by multi-racialists such as Rock 
Tansey, the Prospective Labour Party candi- 
date for Morden, South London. He com- 
mented to the effect that if the National 
Front claimed to be patriotic, when was the 
NF going to prove its patriotism by “‘obeying 
The Queen” and stop agitating against the 
development of a multi-racial society in 
Britain? 

Exactly how far towards the ultra- 
Left Mr. Tansey is I do not know... but he 
is far Left enough to be picked by Tariq 
Ali’s International Marxist Group to act as 
the I.M.G. Counsel at Lord Justice Scarman’s 
Judicial Inquiry into the Red Lion Square 
anti-NF riot of 1974! 


HOW LONG WOULD SHE LAST? 


One wonders exactly how long the 
Queen would be able to continue to broad- 


cast to the nation if the Rock Tanseys and. 


the Asquith Gibbeses of this world were to 
assume political power — and how anxious 
such persons would be to “obey the Queen”, 
even assuming she and her family were alive 
or at liberty! 

This year the process of involving the 
Royal Family in race relations matters has 
been stepped up. This is because this year 
has seen the coming-into-Law of a new Race 
Relations Act (in itself evidence of the 
failure of the multi-racial experiment in 
Britain!). This year also sees the coming into 
being of a new Government backed Quisling 
organisation called the Commission for 
Racial Equality under the direction of 
former Conservative MP David Lane. 

As the new Race Act is even more 
repressive than its predecessor (e.g.: contrary 
to the tradition of British law, those charged 
with “‘racial incitement” under the new law 
now have to prove themselves innocent!); 
and as the new C.R.E. has even more 
Gestapo-style “investigative and quasi-judicial 
powers” than its predecessor, the hated Race 
Relations Board, it is obvious that Race 
Industry tyrants felt in need of an effective 
bit of public relations work! 

Thus it was that when Princess Anne 
received an invitation from the co-ordinating 
body of Pakistani organisations in Britain to 
attend one of their banquets (to celebrate 


the new Race Act) and when Princess Anne’s: 


secretary contacted Downing Street about 


the matter, the Government ordered her not 
only to accept the invitation, but to offer to 
make an after-dinner speech “on the subject 
of race relations”! 

' Naturally, as Princess Anne knows as 
much about race relations as I know about 
rubbing down horses the speech she will give 
to the distinguished Pakis will be written for 
her by Government propagandists. Already 
a spokesman for the Paki organisations con- 
cerned has described “The Princess’s’’ offer 
to make such a speech “‘a great triumph... 
a feather in our cap!” 

The Queen’s Silver Jubilee, of course, 
had to be used by the Race Industry mind- 
benders. After the Queen’s drive to St. Paul’s 
Cathedral and the Service of Thanksgiving 
there she engaged in a very carefully staged 
“informal walkabout” to the Guildhall 
where she was to have lunch. Along the 
route from the Cathedral to the Guildhall 
had been placed by careful prior arrange- 
ment a large number of groups of Coloured 
Immigrants. 

As those who watched the TV trans- 
missions of the event can confirm, Her 
Majesty (again by prior arrangement — all 
these state functions are carefully rehearsed) 
made a point of walking up to numerous of 
these Immigrant groups and chatting to 
them — and the TV cameras always zoomed 
in when she did so. That entire “informal” 
performance had been carefully staged by 
clever propagandists to insinuate in viewers’ 
minds the idea that mixing with Blacks was 
a part of patriotism. 


HARDLY A BLACK FACE 


In relation to that carefully stage- 
managed event, I ask readers to cast their 
minds back to TV shots of the crowds else- 
where on the Jubilee route, or to the press 
photographs of the huge crowds outside 
Buckingham Palace after the Queen and the 
Royal Family had returned from the tour of 
London. 

The fact is that hardly a Black or 
Brown face was to be seen — and those that 
could be spotted were tourists. Especially 
noteworthy were the photographs of the sea 
of people outside Buckingham Palace at the 
end of the great Day. Nothing but hundreds 
of thousands of WHITE faces cheering their 
loyalty! 

If the 4 million plus Immigrant com- 
munity in Britain held any _ significant 


events to celebrate the Jubilee (even so 


much as a humble street party which were 

organised by the thousand by White British 

people) then I did not see reports of them. 
Capital Radio, London, held at Jubilee 


time a ‘debate’ on Race Realtions in Britain. 
(Only multi-racialists were on the platform 
and the majority of audience tickets were 
given to Blacks. The National Front was 
excluded, but was continually attacked by 
all speakers). 

On this programme the “Right Wing 
view” was given by a member of the Conser- 
vative Party called Stein who admitted being 
an “East European Immigrant” himself! 

When he, in support of a multi-racial 
society, lamely suggested that Blacks could 
fit into British society as they were fervently 
loyal to the Queen the Black audience and 
the two Blacks on the platform howled him 
down with shouts of derision. 

Perhaps it was the quite obvious 
indifference of Britain’s Immigrant com- 
munity to the Queen’s Jubilee that 
prompted the Government to advise Prince 
Charles to go down to Lewisham in South 
London to fraternise with the friends and 
supporters of a gang of Black Muggers who 
had recently been arrested by the Police 
(“the Lewisham 24’). Such friends and 
supporters included local representatives of 
the Socialist Workers Party, which had just 
completed its offensive ‘‘Stuff the Jubilee — 
The Queen is a Parasite” campaign. 

Despite the fact that Lewisham’s 
Police face an horrific job in containing the 
animal muggers who roam Lewisham’s 
streets day and night; despite the fact that 
the SWP organises riots and attacks on the 
Police every time any Black muggers are 
arrested, Prince Charles’ Governmental 
advisors advised His Royal Highness to visit 
a youth club which is the base for the area’s 
muggers when not actually mugging, so as to 
exude vibrations of sympathy for their 
“problems”. (He was not instructed to 
solicit information concerning the problems 
of nearby White residents!) 

When Prince Charles was surrounded 


muggers in the area. 


Pushed in the background is Commander Douglas Randall, head of the 
Lewisham police, who have to bear the brunt of mob attacks by the muggers 


and their Trotskyite supporters. 


Half-caste immigrant Kim Gordon, leader of the Lewisham Socialist Workers 
Party, giving Prince Charles a lecture on ‘‘police brutality’’ against Black 


by a crowd of anti-Monarchist Socialist 
Workers Party rabble who specialise in 
violent attacks on the Police, he saw fit (as a 
result of prompting by Government advisors) 
to chat to them with a ‘“‘concerned”’ 
expression on his face, and to turn on the 
wretched senior Police Officers who were 
escorting him to demand that they hold 
conciliatory consultations with the muggers 
and their Trotskyite champions! 


MORE RELEVANT EXPERIENCE? 


We all admire Prince Charles for under- 
going service with the Army, Navy and Air 
Force as a preparation for his future role. It 
is a pity that he did not have to undergo an 
equal period of service as a Police officer — 
preferably on the streets of mugger and 
Communist infested areas like Lewisham — 
for had he had that experience (an experience 
far more relevant to his future job than 
knowing how to fly a helicopter!) he might 
not be so naive and so easily bullied into 
undermining the Police force by Left Wing 
Government advisors who put race relations 
before law and order! 

“Prince Charles’ initiative” in Lewisham 
was, as we know, not only a disaster for the 
morale of the Police, but a total failure so 
far as the local race problem is concerned. 
This was inevitable as the SWP champions of 
the muggers will not be satisfied until the 
Police agree not to arrest Black muggers. 

But even worse than the failure of the 
operation in race relations and law and order 
terms was the disaster for Prince Charles 
himself. 

His apparent siding with the muggers 
and the Communists against the Police and 
against the local White people who live in a 
state of terror, has done his standing no 
good whatsoever with the very kind of 
people which he and his family must depend 


ee 


David Lane, former Conservative MP 
new Quisling organisation called the Commission for Racial 
Equality , hob-nobbing with Asquith Gibbes, Black leader of 
the Lewisham Council for Community Relations. Gibbes is 
a member of the National Executive of the Communist 


on if the Monarchy is to survive in Britain. 
In addition, he has been shown to be 


‘politically inept and insensitive, thanks to 


the multi-racial fanaticism of his advisors. 
These people could not have served him 
worse if they were deliberately trying to 
sabotage the continued existence of the 
Monarchy. 

Let us hope that after this serie: of 
follies the Government will realise that using 
members of the Royal Family as propa- 
gandists in the campaign to promote the 
failed multi-racialist cause is not merely 
unproductive, but counter-productive. 

More to the point, let us hope that 
the members of the Royal Family themselves 
— and their advisors within and without 
Buckingham Palace who are not on the 
Government payroll — realise that the race 
problem is slowly but surely coming to a 
bitter crisis, and that those who support 
multi-racialism — the destruction of the 
British race — also support the destruction 
of the Royal Family, the symbol of the con- 
tinuity of the British race. 

If the multi-racialists win, the 
Monarchy is no more, for it will have ceased 
to symbolise anything. The sole basis of its 
support — the British people — will have 
been mongrelised out of existence. The 
Monarchy only has a chance of survival if 
multi-racialism, and all that goes with it, is 
defeated. 

We cannot expect — and we do not 
wish — the Queen and the members of her 
family to come out on the side of raciai 
nationalism. All we ask is that she and they 
accord with the rules of Constitutional 
Monarchy and STAY OUT OF POLITICS. 
Race Relations are a political issue. If they 
cannot summon up the courage to turn 
down the instructions of the Government on 
the race issue then they will destroy 
themselves. 


ae 


and now boss of the 


Party. He is also an accomplished liar, as he categorically 


denied an allegation made in the local press that he was a 
Communist. In fact, he was at that time Chairman of the 


Communist Party’s Caribbean Group. 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


GRUNWICK: LICENCE 
FOR REVOLUTION 


IF THE GRUNWICK AFFAIR has accom- 
plished any good at all it is that it has 
demonstrated the total ineptitude of this 
Government in the face of unconcealed 
political gangsterism. 

More than just that, it has demon- 
strated the inadequacy of our traditional 
institutions and liberal concepts of political 
‘freedom’ to deal with organised terror and 
lawlessness of the kind now being promoted 
with increasing arrogance by the radical left. 

Take the position of the Police outside 
the Grunwick factory. At a time of man- 
power levels insufficient to cope with the 
rate of normal crime, they had to be deployed 
in considerable numbers day after day to 
ensure safe entry to the factory of those 
workers, by far the majority, who wanted no 
part of the strike organised by the APEX 
union. The operation cost the taxpayer 
several thousands a day. Theirs was a 
dangerous and thankless task — thankless 
almost literally, for all the appreciation of 
their role that was shown by the governing 
party in Parliament. One of them, P.C. 
Wilson, sustained appalling injuries as a 
result of being hit by a broken bottle 
wielded by a red animal on the loose. 

Why was a police operation on such a 
scale required to deal with the situation? 
Why were the police concerned put at such 
physical risk? Why were the injuries to P.C. 
Wilson and others allowed to happen? 

For one thing because the Police, as 
is the habit in such circumstances in this 
country, were only allowed to assume a 
purely defensive posture. The enemies of 
law and order, the red thugs picketing the 
factory gates, were permitted to take all the 
initiatives, while the Police could only 
respond to such initiatives when, and often 
after, they occurred. In other words, 
hooliganism was always allowed to get in the 
first blow. 

The sensible course would have been 
to equip the Police with water cannon, tear 
gas and rubber bullets, with full authority to 
use those implements as the situation 
required. The Police could then have broad- 
cast a warning over a loudspeaker informing 
the mob of their intention to clear the area 
with these various means at their command. 
The mob could have been given five minutes 
to disperse peacefully, after which time they 
would only have had themselves to blame if 
they got a soaking, or worse. Red agitators 
of the kind present, who in my experience 
cannot be reasoned with but only under- 
stand the language of ruthless force, would 
have got the message and for the most part 
would have scattered. The few stupid 
enough not to do so would have presented 
no problem for the Police to round up after 
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they had once been immobilised. 

Some might say that the use of such 
force would have made the pickets into 
martyrs. I think that is rubbish; the only 
martyrdom they might have enjoyed would 
have been among their own political bed- 
fellows — a despised minority among the 
population. The great majority would have 
said “Serve them right!” 

The next absurdity is our picketing 
law. This law says that any number of 
pickets may assemble outside a place of 
work for the purpose of “peacefully per- 
suading’’ workers to join a strike. In the case 
of Grunwick, the organiser of the strike, Mr. 
Roy Grantham, announced that he wanted 
“no more than 500 pickets” to serve this 
purpose. Just how 500 could be required for 
a simple operation of persuasion he did not 
care to explain. A dozen pickets at the very 
most would have sufficed to talk to every 
worker likely to enter the factory precincts. 
The remaining 488 could have served no 
purpose other than that of intimidation, 
which indeed was exactly the purpose that 
they — plus hundreds more — did serve. 

The obvious sane policy is to pass a 
law stipulating a maximum number of 
picketing lines or empowering the local chief 
of police to use his discretion as to what that 
number should be depending on the size of 
the place of work and the estimated number 
of workers to-ing and fro-ing through the 
gates. The prospect of this Government 
passing such a law is of course zero. 

Another appalling weakness lies in the 
apparent inability (or is it indisposition?) of 
our agencies of law enforcement to prosecute 
for conspiracy to use violence. Our police, 
whether they be on duty at factories like 
Grunwick or at National Front marches 
attacked by red mobs in the same way, 
should not have to wait till an actual physical 
act of violence has been committed; they 
should be empowered beforehand to take 
action against those responsible for organising 
and planning acts of violence in advance. 
Nothing could be more fatuous than the 
claim that all those thousands of leftists 
were transported to Grunwick from every 
corner of the country merely in order to 
“persuade” workers not to report for work 
— unless the word “persuade”’ is applied in 
the widest possible way to include the use of 
the cosh and the broken bottle! These 
thousands were clearly brought to Grunwick 
for the purpose of causing trouble. The very 
organisation of this operation should be 
made impossible within the law. 

I doubt that we need extra legislation 
to cover this kind of action. We already have 
laws of conspiracy that should be adequate; 
we also have the Public Order Act of 1936, 


which makes it an offence to take part in a 
body “... organised, trained or equipped to 
use physical force in the promotion of a 
political object” or “.. . in such a manner 
as to arouse reasonable apprehension that 
(one is) organised, trained or equipped for 
that purpose.” 

I understand from my legal friends 
that the difficulty in the enforcement of 
these laws in the situation under discussion 
lies in the acquisition of adequate proof to 
back prosecution up. In this case I submit 
that more than enough proof could be 
acquired through serious and systematic 
police infiltration of subversive political 
bodies in order that all their movements, 
internal as well as external, could be 
monitored and recorded. The number of 
men required for such infiltration would be 
no more than a fraction of those required 
to keep order when the red mobs come out 
onto the streets, having laid their plans well 
and apparently free from effective police 
surveillance. : 

To those who would protest that such 
procedures would be “sinister” I would 
reply that I find them a good deal less 
sinister than the fact that mob rule is 
allowed to prevail today with the police 
seemingly unable to do anything about it. 
If we want our law-abiding citizens to be 
able to go about their business in safety we 
must be prepared to pay a price for it, and 
I do not consider the “rights” of those 
whose allegiance is to the Soviet political 
system to be too high a price in this regard. 

To return to the question of the 
ineptitude of the present Government, I can 
find no more tragic example of this than the 
decision of the Attorney General not to take 
action against those interfering with mails to 
Grunwick for fear of provoking a postal 
strike. This is abdication, pure and simple, 
and of a type that the same Attorney 
General has demonstrated once before. It 
means in effect that the law of the land has 
been placed in abeyance because those in 
power simply have not the will to stand up 
to those who would openly defy it. It is the 
green light for anarchy; it is the licence for 
revolution. It is in this way that state after 
state has crumbled before communism. 

The Grunwick affair may not itself be 
of great historical importance; the tendencies 
which it indicates are. They can be seen ina 
hundred’ different forms throughout 
contemporary Britain, and most of all in 
poor, loyal Ulster, where authority has long 
abdicated because upholding the law is too 
much trouble and anyway involves action 
which offends ‘liberal’ susceptibilities. 

Such susceptibilities will not ever 
inhibit us. When we obtain the mandate to 
govern this country, as one day we will, we 
will take all measures necessary to restore. 
the rule of law to our streets and places of 
work, learning and leisure. Red mobs have 
not frightened us when we have been 
without the implements of law enforcement; 
they assuredly will not frighten us when 
those implements are in our hands. 


SHOULD you give money to Christian Aid? 
No. That’s the short answer. But being 
intelligent people you want the facts. Here 
they are — and useful at this time as the CA 
collector will shortly be knocking on doors 
all over England and Miss Pauline Webb or 
someone equally obnoxious will be making 
those appeals that always reduce Christians 
to a mindless state of bovine goodwill. 

Any charity that gives money to the 
WCC for distribution deserves boycotting. 
About HALF the money CA collects is sent 
to the WCC’s Commission on Inter-Church 
Aid, Refugee and World Service (CICARWS). 
It is then distributed to beneficiaries chosen 
and nominated by CA. But consider this: 
“The CICARWS programme gives priority to 
projects likely to promote the freedom, 
dignity and quality of life of Black Africans 
and other oppressed groups.” (WCC’s 
Ecumenical Press Service, 12th December 
1974). CICARWS has supplied about 1% 
million dollars to terrorist groups in Angola; 


Guinea-Bissau and Mozambique in the form. 


of agricultural aid, medical supplies etc. 
Christian Aid has given a total of 
£60,000 to the WCC for its Chilean Refugee 
Fund. Who are these co-called “‘refugees’’? 
One CA official describes them as ‘‘radical 
Christian activists” — a flattering description 
for the motley collection of revolutionary 
parasites who thrived in Chile under 
Allende’s Marxist rule. Most of them are not 
even Chileans; they were expelled by neigh- 
bouring governments and took refuge in 
Chile. Several thousand of these malcontents 


BERNARD SMITH 


The Subversives of 
Christian Aid 


have been ushered into Britain by the 
Labour Party. 

CA has given £10,000 to the British 
Council for Aid to Refugees every year for 
a long time now. In general the BC’s work is 
good but in 1974 it settled between five and 
six hundred of these Chileans in this 
country. Another body that has occupied 
itself with the welfare of these exiled revo- 
lutionaries is the World University Service. 
CA gave WUS £10,000 to help these 
Chileans complete their “studies” in this 


‘country. (Some years back WUS gave £1,000 


to*the Mozambique Institute, an indoctrin- 
ation centre for Frelimo terrorists). 

Christian Aid is a Department of the 
BCC and the members of its governing Board 
are appointed by the BCC. The two bodies 
seem to promote each other by a sort of 
bureaucratic incest. CA makes an annual 
grant of £50,000 to the BCC’s Race 
Relations Unit and, says Dr. Kenneth Slack, 
“we leave the spending wholly to that expert 
body.” But what is that body “expert” in? 
Propagating the usual flatulent Christian 
(sic) nonsense about how “‘enriching” the 
presence of alien immigrants is. It is 


certainly “expert” in that! But few Chris- 


BISHOP HUDDLESTON AND FRIENDS 
He backs Christian Aid’s left-wing propaganda 


tians bother with the fact that this body — 
financed by annual injections from CA — has 
THREE times recommended that the WCC 
make grants of money to a Black Power 
Group based in London. A total of £26,000 
has been given by Christians to a group that 
uses race hatred as a means of promoting 
race revolution in this country. (Curiously, 
CA has just moved its offices from the elitist 
Sloane Square part of London to immigrant 
Brixton where this Black Power group, Race 
Today Collective, has its HQ). 

Christian Aid, jointly with Oxfam, 
finances the magazine New Internationalist, 
a monthly which first appeared in the Spring 
of 1973. Since then it has regularly churned 
out Leftist Third World propaganda. I still 
have — and indeed treasure — that first 
March issue. It had inside thirteen letters of 
congratulation. One was from Dr. Potter of 
the WCC, who hoped the editor would give 
publicity to “political activists in Europe 
and N. America’. Peter Hain hoped the 
magazine would be “supported by all those 
seeking anend to international exploitation’. 
The chorus was joined by _ Bishop 
Huddleston, Shirley Williams and Des Wilson 
(Wilson — formerly of Shelter but now I 
notice holding some shadowy appointment 
in the Union of Post Office Workers). 

When I charged CA with misuse of 
donors’ money in running this sort of 
political journal I was told by its former 
director, Alan Booth: “CA deliberately does 
not control the editorial or promotional 
policy of New Jnternationalist.”’ Remarkable, 
in my view, that CA and Oxfam should 
invest money in such a paper yet exercise 
no control over what goes into it. 


National Front News 


Editor: Martin Webster 
A broadsheet published monthly in sup- 
port of the National Front. Subscriptions 
only for 5 copies or more. 12 issues of 5 
copies, £4.44. 


Reduced rates for bulk supplies given on 
request. Send 12p for sample copy now. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Money over and above normal 
income from sales is needed to 
build up SPEARHEAD. 

Your help would be _ greatly 
appreciated. Please make out your 
postal orders or cheques to Spear- 
head, and send them to: 91 Con- 
naught Road, Teddington, Middx. 
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WILLIAM P. HOARE 


THE NEW WORLD ORDER 


Reprinted in abridged form with acknowledgements to AMERICAN OPINION, Belmont, Mass., U.S.A. 


“WHEN in the course of history the threat 
of extinction confronts mankind, it is 
necessary for the people of the United States 
to declare their interdependence with the 
peoples of all nations and to embrace those 
principles and build those institutions which 
will enable mankind to survive and civilisation 
to flourish. Two centuries ago our fore- 
fathers brought forth a new nation; now we 
must join together with others to bring forth 
a new world order.” 

That abominable parody of the US. 
Declaration of Independence was prepared 
by historian Henry Steele Commager as part 
of the so-called Declaration of INTERdepen- 
dence, a project of the World Affairs Council 
of Philadelphia. 

Shamefully, this altered Declaration 
was signed by more than one hundred 
Members of Congress on the two hundredth 
anniversary of the proclamation of American 
independence. 

The Declaration of INTERdependence 
is a part of the continuing drive to dilute, 
then dissolve, the sovereignty of the United 
States of America. The goal, we are 
repeatedly told, is a New World Order, a new 
international economic order, or any one of 
a half-dozen similar euphemisms. 

In any case, it would mean the end of 
the U.S. as we know it, and her submission 
first to regional and then world government. 
The proponents claim that achievement of 
their goal is inevitable; Americans can 
acquiesce and take their medicine, or have 
it shoved down their throats. 

Those are totally false alternatives, of 
course, but they are being aggressively 
promoted. For instance, by the World Order 
Models Project (known as W.O.M.A.). 

Dr. Saul Mendlovitz, director of that 
important enterprise, contends that there “‘is 
no longer a question of whether or not there 
will be world government by the year 2000. 
The questions are how it will come into 
being (cataclysm, drift, more or less rational 
design), and whether it will be totalitarian, 
benign, or participatory (the possibilities 
being in that order).”’ 

Mendlovitz is no nut. He is a professor 
of law at Rutgers University, a member of 
the Rockefeller-controlled Council on 
Foreign Relations, and definitely Big 
League. Indeed, he takes great pains “to 
thank the Carnegie Endowment for Inter- 
national Peace and the Rockefeller Foun- 
dation for the support which they gave to 
specific research within the World Order 
Models Project.” 

Men like Mendlovitz might well be 
termed Establishment Revolutionaries. 
being funded by the great foundations for 
the purpose of attacking our way of life. It 
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is of course Mendlovitz’s task as a hired 
revolutionary to persuade (or scare) us into 
surrendering the freedom, liberty, 
independence of our country. 

“T believe,” declares Mendlovitz, “that 
the most likely governance by the end of the 
century — compelled by the arms races and 
outbreaks of violence, the food, population 
and environmental imbalances as well as 
large-scale serious injustices — will be 
oligarchic and highly repressive.” To forestall 
that he contends, we will need “disarma- 
ment,’ a world police force (which, of 
course, should control all arms), and other 
internationalist machinery to assure World 
Government. 

Fortunately, the American people are 
not that simpleminded, and the Establish- 
ment propagandists are having trouble selling 
their goods. 


UNDERCUTTING PATRIOTIC VALUES 


Consider the aforementioned Declar- 
ation of INTERdependence. Its promoters, 
commented an angry Congressman John 
Ashbrook last year, have attempted “to 
undercut patriotic American values .. . in 
favor of cultural relativism, international 
citizenship, and supremacy over all nations 
by a world government. 

“The declaration of interdependence is 
an attack on loyalty to American freedoms 
and institutions, which the document calls 
‘chauvinistic nationalism,’ ‘national pre- 
judice, and ‘narrow notions of national 
sovereignty, ” said Ashbrook. 

This was all part of a deliberate attack 
on the will of the American people to survive 
as a nation. Another such assailant is the 
influential Aspen Institute for Humanistic 
Studies (chaired by Robert O. Anderson, 
the Exxon mogul), which in December 1974 
created the national Commission on Coping 
with Interdependence. This body, said its 
announcements, would “consider the 
implications for Americans of what Secretary 
of State Henry Kissinger has called ‘the 
accelerating momentum of our interdepen- 
dences 

The succession of Cyrus Vance to head 
the State Department has provided no 
respite. He is identified in the January 1977 
issue of Transition (published by the Institute 
for World Order) as yet another ‘‘world 
order type.” Pollster Daniel Yankelovich, 
who serves on the Institute’s board of 
directors, happily reports that the new 
Secretary ‘“‘is concerned with those (world 
order) issues. He is in a very important 
position.” 

How does one go about ‘“‘Coping with 
Interdependence’? The Aspen Institute 


and’ 


spells it out in a brochure, noting that “the 
most important changes will be modifications 
in attitudes which, in the nature of our 
pluralism, must first take place in the 
reasoning consciences of millions of 
individuals. The most important adjustment 
of all will be to blur, then erase, the psy chic 
frontier between ‘domestic affairs’ and 
‘international affairs.’ ” Stripped of self- 
justifying verbiage, that simply means we are 
to be conditioned to forget that we are 
Americans and become men and women 
without a country. 

School indoctrination is of course 
important, especially among those expected 
to become “leaders” in the New World 
Order. We are assured of this by no less an 
authority than C. Douglas Dillon — the 
former Under-secretary of State, former 
Secretary of the Treasury, C.F.R. Director, 
Brookings Institution Director ,and Honorary 
Chairman of the Board of the Institute for 
World Order. 

Dillon has emphasised that it is 
essential “that we educate the intellectual 
elites so that thinking of this nature can 
come from a broad group of people.’ But 
even he agrees “‘it will take a while before 
people in this country as a whole will be 
ready for any substantial giving-up of sover- 
eignty to handle global problems.” Nonethe- 
less, Douglas Dillon says, “global authorities 
will develop, possibly through the United 
Nations or parallel organisations.” 


SCHOOL PROGRAMMES 


To speed up this development, the 
Institute for World Order has established 
both School and University Programmes to 
teach “world order.” At the university 
level, according to programme director 
Michael Washburn: 

“TI think our success was somewhat 
spectacular. In 1960 there were virtually 
no courses being taught in this area. By 
1963-1964, there were 500 colleges or 
universities with these courses. We were | 
fortunate in getting support then from the 
Rockefeller Foundation, the James P. 
Warburg family and froma number of smaller 
foundations in southern California, Minne- 
sota and elsewhere. We have raised nearly 
$500,000 for our centres programme in two 
years.” 

The barrage is falling upon our 
children from all sides. For instance, the 
director of the World Order School Pro- 
gramme, Mrs. Betty Reardon, has happily 
reported that the National Education 
Association chose “education for a Global 
Community” as its Bicentennial theme. In 
an interview with Transition, Mrs. Reardon 


indicated what New World Order means. She 
offered Martin Luther King as a hero for 
schoolchildren, claiming that he “was a 
moral leader and a great teacher without 
being a ‘moralist.’ ” 

Never mind that the “Reverend” King 
was in fact a notorious libertine who was 
trained, backed, and advised by top Com- 
munists to provoke violence and build racial 
hatred. 

You see, says Mrs. Reardon of the 
World Order School Programme, “I consider 
him (King) to be part of the world order 
movement. He had a vision of a transformed 
society based on the principles of peace and 
justice and he had a transition strategy, non- 
violent militant action, to get from the 
present to that preferred future.” 

It is not surprising that a pro- 
Communist like King would be a World 
Order favourite. Among the listed Sponsoring 
Institutions for the World Order Models 
Project, after all, is the Novosti “Press 
Agency” of Moscow, a Soviet propaganda 
organ largely staffed by the Russian Secret 
Police. 

Indeed in Commentary magazine for 
February 1975, John Hopkins professor of 
international relations Robert W. Tucker 
comments on the anticipated Communist 
role in the proposed New World Order. 
Professor Tucker observes that “the new 
equality is also likely to lead to an inter- 
national system in which the relative power 
position of the Soviet Union will be con- 
siderably enhanced, for the Russians are 
neither dependent in any significant way on 
the new (“developing”) states nor disposed 
to view their claims in the manner of Western 
elites.” 


TRANSFORMATION OF E.E.C. 


But those ‘“‘western elites’ are working 
with the Communists to siphon off our 
wealth. That is already in black and white in 
the United Nations Declaration on the 
Establishment of a New _ International 
Economic Order. In the New World Order, 
Mr. Falk lays out a roadmap. The Seventies, 
he reveals, are to be the decade of ‘“‘Con- 
sciousness Raising’; the Eighties, of 
“Mobilisation”; and the Nineties are to be 
the decade of “‘Transformation’’. 

The piecemeal approach is to involve, 
to start, the transformation of the European 
Economic Community (E.E.C.) into a 
regional government. The leaders of the 
E.E.C. agreed in 1972 toa “European Union”’ 
by 1980. Plans were made in Paris for a 
preliminary political government with com- 
plete economic and monetary unity including 
one currency, budget, and central bank. The 
first direct elections to a European Parlia- 
ment will be held in May of 1978. 


TRILATERIAL COMMISSION 


While consolidation of Europe pro- 
ceeds, regionalism is also going forward at 


other levels. David Rockefeller’s Trilateral 
Commission “has to be built from the 
bottom up rather than from the top down... 
an end run around national sovereignty, 
eroding it piece by piece, will accomplish 
much more than the old-fashioned frontal 
assault.” 

This strategy also appears in the work 
of the other big names in the World Order 
business among them Princeton Professor 
Richard A. Falk, another member of the 
C.F.R.In the 1975 volume, On The Creation 
Of A Just World Order (edited by Saul H. 
Mendlovitz, New York, Free Press), we are 
informed, the system must be changed 
because the poorer nations “which constitute 
70 per cent of the world population, 
account for only 30 per cent of the world’s 
income.” 

Professor Tucker foresees that “the 
world community will become a welfare 
community in roughly the manner that 
Western states have become welfare states.’ 
As U.N. Secretary-General Kurt Waldheim 
told the World Food and Energy Confer- 
ence, “the time has come to think in terms 
of a redistribution of the wealth of the 
planet.” 

All of this is to be handled in stages. 
Professor Richard N. Gardner, a top Carter 
advisor who is now Ambassador to Italy, 
explained the strategy in the C.F.R. journal 
Foreign Affairs for April of 1974. The hope, 
announced Gardner, lies “‘not in building up 
a few ambitious central institutions of 
universal membership and general jurisdiction 
as was envisaged at the end of the last war 
(World War II), but rather in the much more 
decentralised, disorderly and pragmatic 
process of inventing or adapting institutions 
of limited jurisdiction and selected member- 
ship to deal with specific problems on a case- 
by-case basis, as the necessity for cooperation 
is perceived by the relevant nations.” 

In short, said the Columbia professor, 
the “house of world order” will have been 
set up to develop the next step, which is to 
make “partners”? of Western Europe, North 
America, and Japan. Rockefeller selected his 
old college roommate and longtime director 
of the Council on Foreign Relations, George 
S. Franklin, as the Commission’s first North 
American Secretary; meantime, Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, another C.F.R. member and 
protégé of David Rockefeller, became the 
first Director of T.C. 

As is now well known to political 
observers, at least thirteen Trilateralists — 
about a quarter of the total American 
members — are holding top positions in the 
Carter Administration. 

Is this some kind of a conspiracy or 
plot? “If you like conspiracy theories about 
secret plots to take over the world,” chortles 
the Washington Post, “‘you are going to love 
the administration of Jimmy Carter.” 

And, the New York Times for January 
6, 1977, echoes: “The founding fathers of 
Trilateralism were members in good standing 
of the so-called Eastern Establishment. 


James E. Carter Jr., the former Governor of 
Georgia, joined the Trilateral Commission 
when he decided to make his run for the 
Presidency. Believers in the conspiracy 
theory of history will surely regard the Tri- 
lateral Commission as an Eastern Establish- 
ment front organisation whose main purpose 
is to co-opt Jimmy Carter.” 

To co-opt Jimmy Carter? Hardly. Mr. 
Carter knew all about the objectives of the 
Trilateral Commission well before he became 
President. 

World Order is the order of the day, 
President Carter declared in his inaugural 
“Statement to the World” of January 20, 
1977, announcing: “The United States will 
meet its obligation to help create a stable, 
just and peaceful world order.’ Mr. Carter 
has not yet, however, publicly endorsed the 
plans of the World Order Models Project, as 
described by Professor Richard Falk. ““The 
World Order Models Project accepts as self- 
evident the need to reorient American public 
and elite opinion; hopefully, this country 
can be encouraged to play a less domineering 
role,’ writes Falk, ‘‘and to share its wealth 
and income with the world community on a 
far greater scale.” (A Study of Future World, 
New York, Free Press, 1975). 

Among other things, said Professor 
Falk, “‘To achieve this (better world order), 
central institutions would have to be 
equipped with police capabilities while 
national institutions would be substantially 
deprived of military capabilities.” 

Well, now, Mr. Carter aims, he says, to 
eliminate all nuclear weapons from the earth, 
has proposed Trilateralist Paul Warnke to 
bargain away our arms, and has made his 
only major Budget reduction in defence. 

Compare these developments with the 
comments of New World Order professor 
Richard Falk: “The first and central priority 
of the movement for a preferred world is to 
make progress toward diminishing the role 
of the war system in international life,” 
writes Falk, “‘and toward dismantling the 
national security apparatus in the major 
states of the world.” (Emphasis in original). 

Certainly the Trilateralist impact is 
already being felt. Novak wrote in America 
for February 5, 1977: 

“According to sources in the State 
Department, the trilateral papers have 
directly influenced the summoning of the 
Rambouillet and Puerto Rican conferences, 
the sale of IMF gold, the Law of the Sea 
conferences, the formation of the Inter- 
national Energy Agency, and steps to estab- 
lish a new international currency, which 
replaces the U.S. dollar and gold. The com- 
mission’s record and its powerful influence 
after the 1976 elections deserve a great deal 
of respect.”’ 

The Trilateral Commission has called 
for creation of a number of new institutions 
“to deal with planetary interest groups.” 
New structures, reports Jeremiah Novak, 
“are recommended to meet the needs of oil 

Contd. on page 20 


Page thirteen 


a 


THERE can be no doubt about the genuine 
enthusiasm felt by the British people in this 
year of the Queen’s Silver Jubilee, both for 
Her Majesty as a person and for the concept 
of monarchy. The Royal Family have 
over the last 25 years been a symbol of 
decency during an era of moral degeneracy 
and national humiliation. 

One is all the more perplexed there- 
fore, leaving aside the pathetic Marxist 
remnants, at the almost universal adulation 
found in the mass media. In an age when 


press, radio and television have spared no 


trick to smear and discredit any individual, 
organisation or concept which may appear 
dangerously patriotic, we may ask: Why has 
the Royal Family escaped this process? The 
answer is that the media do not regard 
Elizabeth II as Queen of the United 
Kingdom so much as “‘Head of the Common- 
wealth”. A brief look at some of the 
“principles” contained in a communiqué 
issued at the end of the 1971, Singapore, 
Commonwealth conference will go some 
way towards explaining the strange 
conversion on the part of our mass-media. 

The first significant statement reads: 

“Membership of the Commonwealth is 
compatible with the freedom of member- 
Governments to be non-aligned or to belong 
to any other grouping, association or 
alliance.” 

What possible motive, one may ask, 
could such an institution have for its 
existence when it seeks to embrace conflict- 
ing alliances? The motivation becomes all 
too clear as one goes on to study the 
remaining “principles”. From out of a 
barrage of pretentions and repetitive rhetoric 
it is only necessary to draw on two examples 
in order to give the reader a flavour of 
the communiqué. 

“Our aim is to achieve the freest 
possible flow of international trade...” 

“We recognise racial prejudice as 
a dangerous sickness threatening the healthy 
development of the human race and racial 
discrimination as an unmitigated evil of our 
society. Each of us will vigorously combat 
this evil within our own nation.” 

So now we know! In two so called 
principles are contained the whole political 
drive, not of any British or even Common- 
wealth interest, but of the New York Money 
Power. 

If mention is made of any higher 
principles they are scarcely taken seriously. 
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‘MICHAEL WOODBRIDGE 


FOR QUEEN OR BLACK 
COMMONWEALTH? 


A recent Amnesty International report cites 
serious allegations of torture in Ghana. 
Malawi, Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia, India 
and Sri Lanka. Almost one third, eleven out 
of the thirty six member-States, are 
governed by a one party dictatorship. When 
President Mancham left the Seychelles 
recently to attend the London Common- 
wealth conference he was ousted from 
power in his absence by a gang of Marxists. 
Led by his own Prime Minister they 
murdered a policeman in the process. No 
regret was expressed by the Commonwealth 
leaders; on the contrary, Mancham was 
denied his conference seat lest it upset 
his Marxist betrayers. It was no doubt 
fitting against such a background of utter 
hypocrisy for Callaghan to open the 
proceedings with a tirade against our 
kinsmen in Southern Africa. 

No longer serving British interests, the 
Commonwealth has become the forum of a 
squalid menagerie of anti-White demagogues, 
propped up by Marxist ideology and 
American capital. It has become a kind of 
monstrous international Race Relations 
Board with 850,000,000 politicised 
Coloureds making ever more outrageous 
demands on a dwindling 96,000,000 Whites. 
96,000,000 Whites (100,000,000 had we not 
been duped into losing South Africa and 
Rhodesia) have been confused and 
demoralised by a torrent of racial-masochism 
and cultural disintegration. A state of affairs 
that has been brought upon us by an inter- 
national tycoonary whose vested interest it 
is to reduce all to the level of a culturally 
and racially bastardised ant-heap. 

Compounding the final humiliation 
our Queen is used to provide a certain 
respectability to the whole nauseating 
business. As Head of Commonwealth we are 
expected to derive a type of perverse 


THE BURDEN OF 
“COMMONWEALTH 
STATESMANSHIP” 


Fitting that the 
Queen should preside 
over the tyrannies of 
Black demagogues? 


patriotism when we see our Queen preside 
so graciously over our own destruction. Here 
the reader will recall President Kaunda’s 
remarks at the London conference in which 
he paid tribute to the Queen for the 
monarchy’s adaptability in accepting 
Britain’s changed status from a ruler of an 
Empire to an equal member of a Common- 
wealth. One is reminded of a prototype Ian 
Fleming novel where the lisping villain greets 
the bound and bedraggled hero with the 
words: “I am so glad you have come round 
to see things my way, er, Mr. Bond.” 

The humbug and farce surrounding 
the present concept of Commonwealth is a 
grotesque example of the failure of multi- 
racial society. Only a Commonwealth tied 
by blood loyalty can have any relevance in 
the hearts of the British people. We must 
work towards, we must demand a union of 
Britian, White Africa, Canada, New Zealand 
and Australia. Having attained such a union 
it would be churlish to reject the hand of 
friendship from those who, like Lee Kuan 
Yew of Singapore, realise the menace of 
Communism. A much looser alliance with 
certain selected coloured nations, not 
necessarily in the present Commonwealth, 
might well be feasible, not only from the 
point of economic and military strategy, but 
also as part of an agreement for the humane 
resettlement of our unwanted Immigrant 
population. 

What we do not wish to see is the 
Queen used by her advisors as a respectable 
cover for interests which are hostile to the 
British race. Our monarchy is the symbolic 
link between this country’s noble past and 
heroic future. It is the embodiment of our 
national unity. Let us demand that the 
Commonwealth in its present form be 
scrapped and that our Queen be given back 
to-the British people. 


NATIONAL FRONT 
MAJOR MARCH AND RALLY IN LEWISHAM, S.E, LONDON 
SATURDAY, AUGUST 13th 


“CLEAR THE MUGGERS OFF 
THE STREETS” 


Assembly point: Clifton Rise, New Cross, 


next to New Cross Gate Station 


Assemble at 2.30 pm for march off at 3 pm 


New Cross Gate station is on the E. London Metropolitan tube line and can be reached via Whitechapel on 
the District and Metropolitan line. It can also be reached on the BR Southern Region via Waterloo, London 


Bridge or Charing Cross. 


A PATRIOTIC RALLY WILL FOLLOW THE MARCH 


Speakers include RICHARD EDMONDS, NF Lewisham Branch Organiser, MIKE COWLEY, Manchester Branch, 
ANTHONY REED-HERBERT, prospective Parliamentary candidate for Birmingham Ladywood, MARTIN WEBSTER and 


N.F. MARCH & RALLY 


THE NF National Activities Department 
realises that some members in the provinces 
will regret two marches in succession in 
London, but wishes to state that this is the 
result of the very exceptional circumstances 
in Lewisham. The disastrous effects of 
immigration are being felt to a unique degree 
in that London borough, culminating in the 
recent mass arrests of NF activists who did 
nothing more than arrive on the scene to 
protest against acommunist march in support 
of Black muggers. Chaos reigns in this area 
of London, and the feelings of local people, 
who have been intimidated by muggings and 
attacks on the police by  pro-mugger 
Trotskyites, run very high indeed. 

The recent visit of Prince Charles to 
the borough, where he listened to the com- 
plaints of Black Trotskyite Kim Gordon, 
leader of the “Lewisham 24 (muggers) 
Defence Committee’, has done little to 
hearten the British people in Lewisham. It 
was Kim Gordon who announced that the 
National Front ‘was “too frightened” to 
march again after St. George’s Day! We shall 
see! 

This is intended to be the biggest 
manifestation of the National Front that 
South East London has ever seen! The NF is 
going to make a stand on behalf of our own 
British people who are suffering in this 
multi-racial nightmare. Make sure you are 
there to give them your support. 


NF Chairman JOHN TYNDALL 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for themselves 
every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a subscription by filling 
in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount applicable. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick in box where applicable): — 
British Isles: £3.56 CL) Overseas unsealed surface mail: £3.80) Overseas sealed surface mail: £5.72 
Unsealed air-mail Europe: £5.36 (1) Unsealed air mail Canada, U.S.A., South America, Africa, Middle 
East: £5.66 (1 Unsealed air-mail Australia, New Zealand, Far East: £6.38 0 
Please note: These overseas rates apply if remittance is by international money order; if remittance 


is by cheque an additional charge of 25p applies, as our bankers require this as commission for the 
handling of all foreign cheques. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows: — 

10-19 copies: 16p ea.; 20-49 copies: 14p ea.; 50-99 copies: 12p ea.; 100-199 copies: 11p ea.; 
200-499 copies: 9p ea.; 500 copies and over: 8p ea. (For advice on postal rates, please contact our 
office). 


All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: 91 Connaught Road, 
Teddington, Middlesex 
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SIR: I was most disturbed to read recently 

of the Queen’s intention to hold yet another 

cocktail party for race relations workers. 
Her Majesty has, according to the 


press, ignored many letters which she 
received objecting to the first reception, and 
has made it clear that she is anxious for 
other members of the Royal Family to take 
a more active interest in improving com- 
munity relations. 

Now Princess Anne, obviously 
following the example shown by her 
mother, has agreed to attend a dinner given 
by the Standing Conference of Pakistani 
Organisations. 

In the name of sanity, why? Is the 
Royal Family really so remote from current 
political and social affairs, or do they not 
have the advisers who would be willing to 
inform Her Majesty and others, that the 
race relations workers and the immigrant 
organisations are heavily infiltrated with 
communists and fellow travellers who 
by their very nature must oppose any 
nationalist or patriotic feeling in our 
country? 

The country reflects the mood of its 
leaders, and as the quality of leadership, 
from all sides of the political spectrum, is at 
gutter level, we must naturally look to the 
monarchy. 

If the Royal Family, therefore, is not 
willing to demonstrate a regard for its own 
people, the native born Briton, but instead 
insists on involving itself with crypto- 
communist organisations, then they alone 
must accept responsibility for alienating 
themselves from the very people who, until 
now, had regarded them with the greatest 
respect and loyalty. 

R. D. BURTON, 
Enfield, Middx. 


SIR: “Racialism” — otherwise defined as the 
expression of preference for, or discrimin- 
ation in favour of, one’s own genetic group 
or race — is evil only in the eyes of those 
who oppose it. The majority do not. 

The negation of racialism automatically 
leads to miscegenation and, if carried far 
enough, the extinction of the races or groups 


Page sixteen 


concerned. 

The inference is that those of us who 
belong to any distinctive ethnic grouping 
(and that is the vast majority) are the ethnic 
products of racialism. 

This is true for none more than it is 
for the Jews who have retained their ethnic 
identity for 2000 years without even the 
benefit of their own national homeland to 
protect them against miscegenation. 

We now have the chance to observe 
the effects on our own nation of throwing 
racialism overboard, and what do we find? 

We find a nation and people in an 
advanced state of decay. This fact should 
speak for itself. 

Ironically, the question of whether or 
not a person or party is “‘anti-semitic’’ seems 
fashionably to carry a lot more weight than 
whether or not he is anti-British. As a Briton, 
am I not justified in demanding that the 
latter question be the operative one, 
especially within our own country? 

Am I not also entitled to regard as my 
enemy those who have first treated me as 
theirs? 

Before or during the War our family, 
like many. others in Britain, voluntarily 
accommodated Jewish refugees and were 
very pleased to do so. 

I have since been thanked by being 
told by those same refugees, or their co- 
refugees or relatives, that I am tarred with 
the same brush as those from whom they 
fled; simply and solely because I want to be 
proud of, and to preserve, my own nation 
and people. 

They have further shown their gratitude 
by regularly organising violence against those 
who share my viewpoint. 


published in the Bucks. Free Press. 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 


Can I seriously be expected to love 
people who show their gratitude in this way? 
In fact, the attitude of the National 
Front to Jews can be summed up like this. It 
is precisely the same as for anyone else. 
Those who treat us as an enemy we regard 
as ours, while those who treat us as a friend 
we regard as ours. 
R. D. MOLESWORTH, 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: Your readers are doubtless aware of 
the controversy stirred up by historian David 
Irving, who after a great deal of research tells 
us that the facts of the so-called “Holocaust” 
are very much open to doubt. Much more 
interesting, however, is the mysterious 
hidden hand which appears to be reaching 
everywhere to suppress Mr. _ Irving’s 
researches. William Hickey in the Daily 
Express spoke of “pressures” from “un- 
specified quarters’ on publishers interested 
in the book. The Sunday Times was about to 
serialise it, and then “withdrew mysteriously’. 
Sir George Weidenfeld was about to publish 
the book, but then withdrew, according to 
the Guardian, because of “‘pressure from 
certain groups and embassies”. As the song 
goes: “I wonder who!” 

E. GRANT, 

London W.6. 


SIR: Due to the Labour Party’s latest vote- 
winning ploy of adopting well known TV 
personalities as Parliamentary candidates, I 
was wondering if Spearhead could confirm 
the rumour of a possible Liberal-Muppet 
pact? 

G.G. HARDY, 

Derby, Derbys. 


MAY I reply to the insulting. 
remarks made by the 
spokesmen for the Liberal 
and Labour Parties against 
National Front candidates 
during the county council 
election campaign. 

Our party has been formed 
out of the sheer desperation 
of thousands of British peo- 
ple who for the last 30 years 
have seen their wishes 
callously disregarded by 
successive Labour and 
Conservative governments. 

After years of unrestricted 
immigration, many of our 
major cities have vast areas 
which resemble parts of Asia 
and the Caribbean and have 
many streets that are ‘no go’ 
areas for white residents. 

Also in these twilight 
zones live the tragic cases of 
elderly couples, who, ig 


earlier years, served this 


country gallantly, now cut. 


off in an alien world. They 
live out their lives in tiny 
rooms, afraid to go out into 
the streets because. of the 
ever present threat of 
mugging. 

With an increase ih 
murders, bombings, and 
terrorism and the weekly 
rainpage by football 
hooligans, the National 
Front policy on law and 
order is the voice of sanity in 
a world going rapidly insane. 

With another rise in food 
prices thanks to the 
Common Market 
bureaucrats, and another rise 
in rates and rents thanks to 
the government borrowing 
huge amounts from inter- 
national bankers, we now 
have in this country a situa- 


tion where a man who works 
hard is a fool, where 
patriotism is a dirty word, 
and where the repressive 
Race Relations Act seeks to 
silence any rational discus- 
sion on racial problems and 
is seen by many to work only 
in one direction. 

When the General Elec- 
tion comes we will be 
fielding 318 candidates, in- 
cluding one here in, High 
Wycombe. 

We will give the people a 
chance to invest in their 
children’s future by voting 
for a party that will stop this 
drift into anarchy and restore 
the pride in being British. 
That party is the National 
Front. — Neville, 
Hawthorne Road, High 
Wycombe. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


The Lewisham Outrage 

On Saturday 2nd July a couple of 
hundred NF Activists — mainly South 
Londoners — went to New Cross, in the 
South London Borough of Lewisham — to 
stage a protest against a joint Communist 
and ‘Black Power’ march. 

This march was a great provocation to 
White people in South London as it was 
organised to mobilise support for 24 young 
Black youths who have recently been arrested 
and charged with “loitering with intent”. I 
cannot comment on that case, it being sub- 
judice. 

However, I can say that the whole of 
South London — especially Immigrant 
inundated Boroughs like Lambeth (which 
includes the notorious Brixton and Brock- 
well Park areas) and Lewisham (which 
includes notorious areas like New Cross and 
Deptford) have been completely terrorised 
by ever-growing gangs of young Black 
muggers. 

In both these Boroughs Police arrest 
figures show that the vast majority of 
muggers are Black and the vast majority of 
their victims are White. A majority of the 
victims furthermore, are White women — a 
high proportion being frail and defenceless 
elderly ladies. 

During the past year or so Police in 
various South London areas have repeatedly 
warned elderly women not to go out in the 
evening, and not to display their handbags at 
any time. 

In addition to the terrorisation of 
White old folk, traditional South London 
fairs which for generations have been enjoyed 
by family groups have been in recent years 
repeatedly invaded by hundreds-strong 
swarms of young Black muggers who have 
engaged in orgies of destruction, theft, 
intimidation and violence. Small numbers of 
Policemen who have tried to intervene have 
been mobbed, attacked and injured. One 
stallholder at a fair last year in Clapham — 
Tommy Benson — who objected to muggers 
trying to loot his stall, was stabbed to death. 

Insult has been continually added to 
the injuries of White South Londoners by 
decadent politicians who realise that the 
multi-racial experiment, which they were 
responsible for starting, is going horribly 
wrong. 

These politicians have whined and 
bleated about how “deprived” Black people 
are and how lots more White taxpayers’ 
money is going to have to be spent on the 
Black communities — especially on providing 
entertainment centres and jobs for unem- 
ployed Black youths. ‘Mugging and violence 
will stop,’ say the desperate politicians, 
“when the Blacks get a fairer deal from our 


society . . .” This is seriously being said to 
the elderly pensioner victims of brutal street 
robberies! 

When those old folk were young in the 
1920’s and 1930’s they had to live through 
years of slumps, unemployment and grinding 
poverty the likes of which have not been 
seen by the post World War II generation — 
and they had no Social Security cheques, 
family Incomes Supplements and the like to 
support them, and no armies of social 
workers and Race Relations workers to 
minister to their needs. 

They did not rove about in armed 
gangs, looting and robbing. The nightmare- 
like proportions of street criminality which 
obtain today were undreamt of by our 
grandparents. Yet they — and we — are being 
told that the muggings and the Carnival riots 
and all the rest of it are simply the result of 
the “‘deprivation’”’ of the Blacks! 

It is against this continuing experience 
and this political and social background that 
the march in support of the ““Lewisham 24” 
Black youths on Saturday 2nd July was seen 
as such an outrageous provocation to White 
people everywhere — but especially to the 
NF’s young Activists. 

The “Lewisham 24 Defence Com- 
mittee” who organised the march is a front 
for Big Flame, whichis the Black Immigrants 
section of the Trotskyite Socialist Workers 
Party (formerly known as the International 
Socialists). The S.W.P. leader is half-negro 
Kim Gordon, with whom Prince Charles had 
a sympathetic chat a few weeks ago. (See 
“Keep Royal Family out of Race Relations 
Minefield” article on page 8). 

The Activists felt that as, over years, 
the Police had always allowed S.W.P./LS. 
members, International Marxists and Reds of 
various other stripes to ‘‘militantly demon- 
strate” against NF marches (had even, as in 
the case of the recent NF St. George’s Day 
march in Haringey, North London, allowed 
the Reds to assemble directly adjacent to the 
NF column in complete disregard of the 
recommendations of the Scarman Report) 
the Police would give equal counter- 
demonstration rights to the National Front. 


Equal rights for NF? 

They were wrong. At Home Office 
orders the Police set about arresting NF 
members before any demonstrating had 
started, simply for being NF members! Had 
the Police taken the same atttiude to the 
Red counter-demonstrators at Haringey on 
23rd April as they did to NF members in 
Lewisham on 2nd July, then at least a 
thousand Reds would have been arrested. 

In Lewisham a couple of plain clothes 


Special Branch officers stood outside a pub 
where NF Activists had met for a drink. As 
NF members left the pub a Special Branch 
Inspector gesticulated to teams of waiting 
uniformed officers, who would walk up to 
the NF member and say: “Are you a 
member of the National Front?” Having 
lawful intentions and nothing to hide the 
answer would be affirmative whereupon the 
officer would grab his victim and say: 
“Right — you’re nicked.” 

Again, I cannot discuss these matters 
too deeply as Court cases are pending. But 
it is obvious that the Police were used by the 
Political Authorities of the State to suppress 
the right of National Front members to 
counter-demonstrate — a right which they 
always grant to the NF’s opponents. At this 
stage I will say no more, except to assure 
readers that the National Front will refuse to 
accept that its members may be prevented 
by the Police from partaking in rights which 
are enjoyed by citizens of other political 
associations. 

I would, however, like to draw the 
average Bobby’s attention to some comments 
made by ‘Big Flame’ Kim Gordon at a 
meeting of the Socialist Workers’ Party held 
at The Queen’s Hotel, Westcliff, Essex on 
28th July last. 

In answer to one question from a 
member of the audience about the Police, 
he said: 

“Some of you have already thrown 
bricks at the Police. Some of you hope to do 
so. It is essential that everyone gets organised 
so that all the bricks can be thrown at the 
same target so as to get maximum effect . . . 
We must realise opportunities. For example, 
after the riots in Notting Hill last year two 
Policemen who thought the day was over 
went over to get fish and chips from a shop 
and sat on a wall to eat them. But our Black 
brothers were watching and they surprised 
them and clobbered them. THEY will not 
forget us.” 

I draw NF members’ attention to this 
comment he made in regard to future NF 
activities: 

“Socialist workers completely smashed 
an attempt by the NF to march on 23rd 
April. The Front is now so terrified that 
they have not dared to have a march since. If 
they ever do try to have a march again, they 
will be smashed.” 

On Saturday 2nd July, this half-baked 
hero of the S.W.P. became so frightened by 
the impromptu demonstration of just a 
couple of hundred NF members that he 
abandoned his column and fled down an 
underground public lavatory to hide. 

Next time let’s hope somebody’s 
around to pull the chain! 
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NF reception 
for Gewirtz 


Dr. Jacob Gewirtz, the magnificently 
named “Executive Director of the Group 
Relations Department of the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews”, who is paid a 
salary for touring the country attacking the 
National Front, met with a warm reception 
in Peterborough recently when he tried to 
address an audience on the dangers of 
‘racialism’ and the rise of the National Front. 

Ten members of the active Peter- 
borough Group of the NF, led by their 
Organiser Kevan Bleach, vigorously heckled 
the busybody from the Bronx in time- 
honoured British fashion, so much so that 
one member of the audience described the 
meeting as ‘“‘a complete waste of time”. 

Organised by the ‘Peterborough 
Action Group Against Racism’, Dr. Gewirtz 
shared the platform with what Mr. Bleach 
described as ‘“‘a trendy vicar who looked like 
Rasputin”. He fared no better than Dr. 
Gewirtz. Also present was the wet ‘“‘Com- 
munity Relations Officer”’ for Peterborough, 
who told the press he was disappointed that 
no Blacks had bothered to attend. “We have 
got to make them aware,” he said. 

Peterborough Group of the NF has 
already made a strong impact locally, where, 
despite being a comparatively rural area, the 
NF is beating Liberal candidates in municipal 
elections. 

It is to be hoped that NF activists will 
follow the example of Peterborough Group, 
and make life difficult for Dr. Gewirtz (an 
avid reader of our ‘Troubleshooting’ column) 
wherever he tries to make his attacks on the 
National Front. 


Thank you! 


John Tyndall wishes to thank all those 
who sent him messages of sympathy follow- 
ing the news of an assault on him when he 
visited Edinburgh last month. He hopes that 
all these kind people will not mind if indi- 
vidual replies are not sent. 

In actual fact, the seriousness of Mr. 
Tyndall’s injuries was blown up in some 
reports out of all proportion. He merely 
sustained a colourful black eye, the effects 
of which quickly disappeared in just over a 
week. 

His assailant was no ferocious thug but 
a rather weedy looking hippy type who ran 
for his life the moment the blow was struck, 
after first creeping up behind Mr. Tyndall in 
order to strike it. 

The Police located the assailant and 
asked Mr. Tyndall if he wished to press 
charges for assault but he declined, saying 
that he had no intention of giving the man 
publicity that would inflate his feeling of 
importance in front of his political cronies. 
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TONY REED-HERBERT 


NF to fight 
Birmingham 
Ladywood 


The National Front will be fighting the 
Birmingham constituency of Ladywood at 
the forthcoming by-election caused by the 


resignation of Labour MP Brian Walden. 


The NF’s candidate will be Anthony 
Reed-Herbert, the Organiser of Leicester 
Branch, whose tireless efforts have produced 
such spectacular successes in recent 
municipal elections there. 

Tony, 29 years old and a solicitor by 
profession, is a married man with a young 
daughter. In the last municipal elections in 
Leicester in May, he polled 1,091 votes in 
two-vacancy Abbey Ward. The NF’s total 
percentage of the poll was 18 per cent. 

The NF is certain to poll well in this 
Immigrant-inundated area, though Mr. 
Walden predicts a Labour victory because 
almost half the constituents are Immigrants! 


Receipts and 
acknowledgements 


We take this opportunity to remind 
readers that, because of our now astro- 
nomical postal charges, it is not our custom 
to send receipts or acknowledgements for 
subscriptions or small donations unless an 
S.A.E. is enclosed with the remittance in 
question. 

Any donation above the sum of £5 
will be acknowledged in all circumstances by 
the Editor or on his behalf. 

We hope our readers will understand 
and appreciate our position on this. 


Sixth formers 
“want to hear NF’ 


“We do not agree that the National 
Front have the right to be heard.” 

So said Mr. John Dunne, secretary of 
the Red-dominated Wakefield Trades Council 
following a talk given by NF Directorate 
member Andrew Brons to sixth form boys 
at the local Queen Elizabeth Grammar 
School. Mr. Dunne actually had the 
affrontery to claim that the “right to be 
heard” had been “largely gained by the 
labour movement’, and so they should 
decide who should have it and who should 
not! 

Reaction of local people to these 
remarks in letters to the local paper ranged 
from “codswallop” and “‘holier than -thou 
nonsense” to “acting like a spoilt child 
unable to get his own way”. So much for 
Mr. Dunne’s claim to be acting on behalf of 
**25,000 workers’’! 

Mr. Brons spoke to over 40 members 
of the 34 Club, a political society at the 
Queen Elizabeth Grammar School, where 
the boys gave him an enthusiastic hearing as 
he outlined NF policies. Said the head- 
master, Mr. John Parker: 

“If they want to listen to the National 
Front, then a group of highly articulate and 
very intelligent boys with considerable 
political discrimination should be allowed to 
do so.” 


Help in exposing 
council debt 


The Finance Department of the NF 
National Directorate is pleased to announce 
a new service which is available to branches 
and groups. For some considerable time it 
has been apparent that local authorities are 
seriously in debt, which is to the detriment 
of ratepayers and council tenants. Such a 
situation can work to the advantage of the 
National Front if it is properly exploited. 

: Any Organiser who wishes to avail 
himself of this service should obtain a copy 
of the latest Abstract of Accounts which 
may be obtained from the Borough 
Treasurers of the Town Halls. Our depart- 
ment will then analyse these abstracts and 
produce a report which will highlight the 
municipal debt, and comment on _ the 
political inadequacies and blatant incom- 
petence of many local authorities. This 
information should be of value in corres- 
pondence with local newspapers, future 
manifestos and election campaigns. 

Finally, may we request that any 
Organiser requiring this service should apply 
as soon as possible; it will be quite impossible 
to undertake this work when elections are 
in progress. 

— T. M. SMITH 


Razor attack 
by Negro 
Communist on 
NF girl, Elaine 


Two sub-human members of the 
Trostkyite Socialist Workers Party, one a 
Negro and the other a White with shoulder 
length greasy hair, ambushed pretty NF 
activist Elaine Murphy, 19, and slashed her 
face with a razor earlier this month. 

The cowardly attack occurred after 
Elaine had finished an NF News sale in 
Barking with fellow members of the local 
Branch on Saturday, 2nd July. They were 
also collecting signatures for a_ petition 
against the trip to Moscow by Barking 
councillors at the ratepayers’ expense. 

The NF activists were watched by a 
small group of S.W.P. members. As Elaine 
returned to the flat of her fiance, NF 
stalwart, John Roberts, she was jumped on’ 
by the thugs, beaten about the head and 
slashed on the face with a cut-throat razor. 
She reached the flat and after calling the 
police was rushed to hospital. 

Very bravely, Elaine left the hospital 
after an hour’s treatment and made her way 
to the NF election meeting m Newham, East 
London, where she appeared on_ the 
platform. American CBS television, who 
were filming the meeting,-recorded John 
Roberts’ account of the vicious assault. 

The attack took place at exactly the 
same place and in the same way as the 
assault on John Roberts himself a few 
months earlier, when he was ambushed by 
masked thugs wielding a club and an axe. 

THIS IS PROOF, IF PROOF WERE 
NEEDED, THAT = VICIOUS ~~ RED 
VIOLENCE IS MOUNTING AS THE NF 
FORGES AHEAD. NF ACTIVISTS EVERY- 
WHERE MUST MORE THAN EVER BE 
ON PHYSICAL ALERT IN DEFENCE OF 
OUR PATRIOTIC MOVEMENT. THE NF 
IS THE ONE FORCE THAT WILL NOT 
BE DRIVEN OFF BY RED INTIMIDA- 
TION. 

We are sure that Spearhead reflects 
the feelings of the whole movement ih 
wishing brave Elaine well and a speedy 
recovery. 


GRAND JUBILEE DRAW 


Winning tickets were as follows: 


Elaine after the attack 


ELAINE MURPHY 


Help swell the 
Building Fund 


; — ee Front is 
just over half way to- 

£30,000 wards buying its new 
National Headquarters and 
Clubhouse in London. So 
far £18,000 has been raised 
through the various fund- 
raising schemes already 
launched, £10,000 in cash 

£25,000 and £8,000 in commit- 

a ments. 

We need an initial sum 
of £30,000, so there is stil! 
£12,000 to be raised. Our 
Estate Agents have already 
peaks! suitable property, 
ideal for our purposes, so 

£20,000 the remaining sum needs to 
be raised quickly. 

Please be especially 
generous in this 10th 
Anniversary year of the 
National Front. Don’t leave 
it to others. Have you 

£15.000 contributed to this most 
% important step forward for 
the party? 

Remember, you can 
either make a straight- 
forward donation, or you 
can join the Building Fund 
Five Year Loan Scheme. 

£10,000 This way you loan (not 
give) the party a mini- 
mum of £5.00 for five 
years. You will receive 

a special Souvenir Receipt 
with which you can claim 
repayment in five years. 
Cheques should be made 


out to National Front, and 
crossed ‘‘Building Fund 
Loan Account." 

Branches! Can you con- 
tribute from your funds? If 
fund-raising for the General 
Election prevents you from 
contributing a substantial 
sum, then how about a 
smaller donation, or the 
proceeds of the next 
Branch collection? We are 
nearly there. WE MUST. 
MAKE THAT EXTRA 
EFFORT! : 


£250 Ticket No. 31396 Mr. H. A. Rose, Slough. 
£125 Ticket No. 64040 Mr. H. Bryant, Southall. 

£ 50 Ticket No. 72325 Mr. R. Fitton, Hammersmith. 
£ 25 Ticket No. 00505 Mr. G. Roberts, Wilmington. 


£ 25 Ticket No. 64905 Mr. E. Parker, Southall. 
£10 Winners: No. 40520 Miss C. Skeggs, London S.E.9; No. 31216 A. Hetherington, Langley, 
Berks; No. 67283 M. A. Bassindale, Scunthorpe, Lincs; No. 20511 B. Booker, Wimbledon; No. 
64306 M. Holden, High Wycombe; No. 62306 B. Davidson, Stechford; No. 32456 Mr. T. O'Connor, 
London N.W.1; No. 35901 K. Hill, London N.8; No. 64737 Mr. D. Foster, Kingston; No. 16395 
Mr. S. Skeggs, London S.E.10. 
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users and producers and to ‘bridge the economic 
systems’ of Communist and non-Communist states. 
These interest-group institutions are seen as sub- 
ordinate to a super-structure of planetary 
institutions.” 

And remember that we are no longer talking 
about the theories of impotent utopians. These 
planners are actually moving ahead. Take the 
strengthening of the World Bank and International 
Monetary Fund (I.M.F.). The Commission’s “most 
immediate concern,” observes Novak, “‘is the 
creation of a new world monetary system to 
replace gold and the dollar as the international 
exchange units with a new currency called special 
drawing rights (SDR’s). In fact, as a move in this 
direction, the commission was instrumental in the 
IMF’s sale of its gold and in the creation of a 
system of denoting all currencies in terms of SDR’s 
as a first step in the push for a new world system.” 

Trilateralism, remember, is only a way 
station on the road to the New World Order. 


BEING MERGED WITH SOVIET UNION 


One by one, the bonds of internationalism 
are being wrapped around us in preparation for 
what Ford Foundation president Rowan Gaither 
admitted years ago is the ultimate goal — “so to 
alter our life in the United States that we can be 
comfortably merged with the Soviet Union.” 

This is recognised by the Reds. As the 
Marxist Guardian noted not long ago: “In 
discussing the Trilateral group, the author of one 
commission report noted that “it does not envisage 
a’ new anti-communist alliance; indeed, at some 
point in the future the more advanced communist 
states might choose to become partners.” ” 

That is the Establishment’s offensive game 
plan. And patriots must attempt to intercept this 
lateral pitchout — this “end run around national 
sovereignty” — and again move the ball in the right 
direction. The lines and goals are clearly marked. 
As syndicated columnist Nicholas von Hoffman 
observed in late January of 1977: 

“Here at home it has been the John Birch 
Society and similar right-wing groups who first 
recognised a collusion between capitalists of the 
Rockefeller stripe and socialists like Willy Brandt 
and Helmut Schmidt. As a glance at the member- 
ship of the Trilateral Commission, the world ruling 
class’s floating seminar, shows, Social Democrats 
and global capitalists have no trouble cooperating.” 

Nor, he might have added, do Communist 
dictators who want Western technology to expand 
their hegemony by increasing the power of their 
military forces. 

The Communists and World Order elitists 
are playing this game together. Thierry de 
Montbrial, an influential French economist, writes 
in the C.F.R. journal: Foreign Affairs that “in an 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: NATIONAL FRONT 
91 CONNAUGHT ROAD 
TEDDINGTON, MIDDX. 

(Tel. 01-977 2452) 


interdependent world sovereignty is always limited; 
hence we have already advocated the concept of 
management of the earth’s natural resources for 
the general good and not for the benefit of a 
limited few.” 

At this point, the author introduced what 
he calls a “relevant quotation” from Karl Marx’s 
Das Kapital: 

“When our society reaches a higher level of 
economic organisation, the right of ownership by 
a few individuals of land forming part of the planet 
will seem as absurd as the idea of man’s ownership 
of man appears nonsensical to our society today. 
No nation, nor all the nations covering the globe, 
are owners of the land, but merely possessors, 
tenants, with the responsibility like diligent heads 
of families, of transmitting it, improved, to future 
generations.” 


ADMIRATION FOR COMMUNIST CHINA 


Proponents of the New World Order go so 
far as openly to express admiration. for the vast 
tyranny of Communist China. This is a recurrent 
theme, for instance, in On The Creation Of A Just 
World Order, where University of Michigan 
professor Ali Mazrui calls Occupied China “‘a major 
model of political and cultural engineering, with all 
its potentialities as a whole new civilisation in the 
world.” 

It is a “civilisation” built, the admiring 
Michigan professor neglects to add, on the bodies 
of some sixty-four million dead Chinese. Peking’s 
tyranny, euphemises Professor Mazrui of the World 
Order Models Project, really reflects Red ‘‘China’s 
determined energy to transcend many of its 
problems through the energies of its own people 
and to mobilise a fifth of mankind in the quest for 
new social directions.” 

Elsewhere in On The Creation Of A Just 
World Order, McGill University professor Paul T. 
K. Lin, of the Centre for East Asian Studies, 
actually declares: “Red China’s dynamic society 
today is indeed an enormously _ instructive 
paradigm of fundamental change along lines 
radically different from those of many other 
developing countries.” So were the practices of 
Vlad the Impaler. 

And Professor Lin praises the following as 
“The ‘end’ value of (Red) Chinese development”: 

(1) Social justice based on freedom from 
exploitation, with human relations of egalitarian- 
ism, cooperation, and respect for work. 

This Red China, we are apparently to 


believe, is the very acme of the World Order ideal’ 


— or will be when the rest of the “‘class enemies” 
are executed or enslaved. These minions of the 
anthill mentality are to be our ultimate partners in 
the New World Order — a scheme already being 
planned, for instance, by the Rockefellers’ Council 
on Foreign Relations. 

The Institute for World Order’s honorary 
chairman, C. Douglas Dillon, tells us the C.F.R. “‘is 
embarked on a major new programme, looking 
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ahead to the 80’s. They call it the 80’s Project. It’s 
one of the largest projects they’ve ever undertaken, 
and it posits in their thinking the need for system 
improvement. They haven’t as yet (as of January 
1975) reached any answers, and they don’t go as 
far (publicly) as they are now thinking and looking 
towards this.” 


C.F.R. GLOBAL STUDY 


As C.F.R. director Dillon knows, the 
Council on Foreign Relations is a secret organis- 
ation. It is not about to blare from the housetops 
that a world tyranny is in the making. Its 1980s 
Global Study is now underway, having been 
announced without fanfare on the day after 
Christmas 1976. 

Some $1.3 million in funding has been 
provided, reported the New York Times, ‘by the 
Ford Foundation, the German Marshall Fund of 
the United States, the Lilly Endowment, the 
Andrew W. Mellon Foundation and the Rockefeller 
Foundation.” 

The unifying theme, according to (Professor 
Richard H. Ullman of the Woodrow Wilson School 
at Princeton), will be to suggest ‘desirable, 
achievable conditions of international relations and 
specifying policy avenues leading toward such 
conditions.” That is, dropping the euphemisms of 
the C.F.R., the objective is to plan how best to 
dupe us into the New World Order. 

Meanwhile, Professor Ullman’s fellow Ivy 
Leaguer and C.F.R. colleague, Marshall Shulman of 
Columbia, put out the latest word to the Estab- 
lishment Insiders in Foreign Affairs for January 
1977, concluding: 

“It is therefore a central requirement that 
our actions serve to strengthen the international 
system, and that we seek as a long-term objective 
to draw the Soviet Union, (Red) China and other 
authoritarian regimes into constructive partici- 
pation in that system, as they come to appreciate 
their self-interest in doing so.” 

Frankly, Professor Shulman, we are not 
enthused about fulfilling the Communists’ self- 
interest, nor even that of the European Socialists 
— especially when it means surrender of our 
sovereignty through merger in a New World Order. 

And we frankly believe that all it will take 
to stop you is to provide sufficient exposure of 
your game plan. Consider the battle joined. 


Our magazine, though it believes in 
racial differences, opposes race-hatred. 
All those who oppose multi-racialism 


should attack the politicians who promote 
it, not the immigrants, who are merely its 
victims. 
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